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Abstract; Since legacy brominated flame retardants (BFRs) like polybrominated flame retardants (PBDEs) and
hexabromocyclododecane (HBCD) possessing higher ecological risks, as replacements, novel brominated flame re-
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tardants (novel BFRs, NBFRs) are more and more produced and used, such as hexabromobenzene (HBB), pent-
abromotoluene (PBT), decabromodiphenyl ethane (DBDPE), 1,2-bis (2,4,6-tribromophenoxy) ethane (BTBPE), tet-
rabromophthalate bis (2-ethylhexyl) ester (TBPH), 2,3 4,5,6-pentabromoethylbenzene (PBEB), etc. Substantial NB-
FRs have been inevitably discharged into the environment in the process of generation, application and disposal,
threatening the ecological environment and human health. It has been found that many NBFRs not only have toxic
effects involving acute toxicity, hepatotoxicity, endocrine disrupting toxicity, and developmental toxicity, but also
have bioaccumulation, bioconcentration, and biomagnification resulting in ecological risks. However, due to the
lack of systematic and summative review, this review summarizes the research contents and issues of the toxicity
and environmental behaviors of representative NBFRs, and then put forward the main future research directions.

Keywords: novel brominated flame retardants; acute toxicity; hepatotoxicity; endocrine disrupting toxicity; devel-

opmental toxicity; ecological risk

TRACBH X 7] (brominated flame retardants, BFRs)
RN LA BA RS TR S Y,
P TR KA R SRR 25 200 55
Rl BRIz Al A 2 IR B K ik (PBDES) Fl 7S
TR+ bt (HBCD) 55 42 1 BFRs, T HA K
FIFETE A 28 XU, B A (B RF R BE A )
WA A 1 B R AP AT MILTS YL W) (POPs) 44 AT 1y
I RRAR B #4571 (novel BFRs, NBFRs) 47 1% A
BRALS Y BFRs 7E2ERIEFINEA M, %1 %1
T H A A T2 1) NBFRs (1) — S 3L AR A(E
B U4k, o E B 4 NBFRs A9 45 7= Al
KE, =25 2R A== 1) 13, BB, +
TR £ bt (DBDPE) 7E 1 [# 2006 4F 1) 7 & & 12
000 t, [l i DL A 4F 85% 1) 3 i 76 36 K | v [ i 5
NBFRs Az P2l AR AR 77 7S TR 2 (HBB) H 15 2
(PBT)Z) 600 t¥, 2019 4F, 4Bk 1< £k B 751 3 fifi
2572 T3t AREA SR TR T S 5T, TR E 2 R
I BELAR 1 T 6 o A 1 1 5%, L vl el 40 v BEL R
R A & 4 AP IR R K . P RER A
NBFRs J& T B BHIA I, A 504 R B Ak 27 5
Bl A7 AR S HEROA 2 B R A v IR
TG YL R, NBFRs X A= 28 3R 585 F1 25 £ B
FOAFAEVETE BN , 75 B — 20 SR TR

Hur#rsE £ W, JLF Frd B RN kR,
JRARET PRI AR VRN - 0 S K
FIAEPIRE A (AN 528 SRS & 4510 FE R A
PRRE i (a3 | BEFL AN A R I 21 T NBFRs
BIAETE . T RZE089 NBFRs A28 SRR,
L5 W IR A R o 5 S v v B AT T
FAIIORL Y AR 22 v ) 5 BE#5  , 41 DBDPE #£%8
SR EE A pgem” K AR IR R R b v R

Ak pgeg KR R EBIRITAAFER S SR
DBDPE -k BE A 11 pg-m ™2 rfr & Kb 2 1
733, " DBDPE W P31 R 23 pg-m™ PV HEZS R
H1 NBFRs A4 = 5 5 B A R 21 38 11 312 8 7
(k% BT NBFRs HA 55 14 1F 3 BE-/K 7 it &
B(K,,), VIR e B G v Tk AR bk B . HATHE
SRRV B K AR TR 9 K 8 NBFRs R FE 55 = 119
X el 2 Fp ] 5 VT = A I X 3247 ng - g7 (T L&) Al
BRI 4Ee (171 ng-g ' (T Fi&)™! . NBFRs
FEAR AR AR 43 A 52 I DGIT e 381 378 VA 30 34 B A1 1)
AT BEE TN 289 Bl (4 HE R A5 3T K 5 NB-
FRs Y i 35 3 fit =5, ) 2R 48 AR VLK Mk v DB-
DPE ¥ 13 pg-L™'®, HBB 7E H [ it X 5
K e BE o 123 ~9.43 ng- L' & T n Ik U5 2
M (nd ~0.965 ng- L™ H s i 7k 14(0.0039
~049 ng-L™H FH KWK (nd ~0.70 pg-L™"), 1
S T R H B BRI, R R R RSP T K AR vk
JEHR nd ~0.02 pg-L™'M, BLAk, BB HE fEALK
SRR PRI S T 2,3- RN HE-2,4,6- = TR Ak
(DPTE) .HBB #il PBT WIA77E, R E AT 5925 18
F1 PBDEs HA AL AR R S AL MR /15,

VB — 2 R A HLT5 Y24, NBFRs 4 A5
PERON B2 8] TS T 12 6, HRTHEE &R
B, K &8> NBFRs X AE W) AR & =4 ek, A
NBFRs 2377 A — R F2 B 0 JEE 251 . PN 40 0 2 1 AR
KA RS KA A AR B A —
R sZ MY N A 0 R P BCHE AR S XUR PR AL
WA RFFE— 05T, T NBFRs HA #5001 3E A5
P, X 15 250 NBFRs HAT A9 & SR A= Wi R A%
N, 1 TR A A A XU . B NBFRs 763858 1 A7
FERIHR BEREAR (H R T 2E iR S5/ AR SR W fig 25
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51 %A PR G AR5, A A oy — S il
FI R A IE ek i A2 s i A i A 1 AR
R E MBI RN ASCEE LSS T NBFRs
(R JURR BRSO A4 SR TR | 23T
WA B RS, JF 845 T NBFRs 72355 H 10
TR B OBV BT 25 5, A
NBFRs & PE RIS K RS %

1 AMEH(Acute toxicity)
LSRRI IR — A ks 24 h N2k
B IELAR R Y IS TR N T | Y AL
VAR A2 A S VAR ¥ b 3 R D g 7 WA
PIRIBET AR R BRI E 205, AW NBFRs (74 4>
fif R0 1 AR B XS , H AT 5E 248 1] NBFRs XJ A=
P2 EE AL ) i (half lethal dose, LD,,)5 2 % &k
HEHR FE (LC, ) FI2F 08500 771+ (median effective dose,
ED,, ) 52 Bk 0 ik BE (EC ) S5 46 b R AT 5T
Horp LD, 85158 —FEA K 50% JE T 57 i 7
LC;, THRED IR —FEAMA 50% JET i i e &, — Mt
Pl mg-m~ (25K mg- L™ (K)HK R ED,, $6 /MK

A2z 55 | S MILAAR S5 30 A6 ) 3800 & A 50% BRI
T MR AR LUZ TS Y W TE IR B A o v i ok B R
FR, MR EC,, M, Scanlan S5 B 5Y 15 5], PUIR 4B
RZHR Q- HC H)ER(TBPH) RS 7~ A= 2tk B¢
P, XF K% 48 h i LC,, M 0.91 mg-L7' (% 2),
Usenko ZP8T58 4551 2,3,4,5-PUR KR 2-2. 30
fi5(TBB) . HBB A1 TBPH XI5 £ IR i i LC,, {E 5>
4 7.10.7 F1>20 mg-L~', Harju &P 1 0F 58 %
B, 25 K RO i 1 5 HBB 75 S T A AL 3% i, %€
2 1 B B AE 391 i vk 2 (lowesst observed effect lev-
el, LOAEL)H 150 mg- kg ' (AR B 5 i1);2,3,4,5,6-
FIR 2R (PBEB)TE SR N #E 17 2 B 1 50, LDy,
>8 g-kg™ K RUELE 91 d MR E &R 0.003 ~
40 mg-kg™' -d”' {9 PBT J& , A 7= 2B ROV,
LOAEL } 035 mg-kg™' -d™', ¥ A i %} DBDPE
2VEREPERF SR B £, Dong 457 % 3 DBDPE(1 mg -
L™',96 hyXFBE (A pe A k2t 43l 101 RoR iz
JFE Ml BE>5 000 mg-kg™' F1>2 000 mg-kg ™' i) DB-
DPE X4 F A 7= A Atk & . Hardy 55
5T 110 mg-L™' ) DBDPE X R HU3E | A

®1 FERIFERAESF (NBFRs) B ED L R
Table 1 Physicochemical properties of common novel brominated flame retardants (NBFRs)
XS SR
LE kR (e E B 37 fAT AR CAS % JB b @5 C)/Pa e
Classification Compound Formula Abbreviation CAS? Molecular ~ Vapor pressure o
weight 25 C)/Pa
LB B,
CyBr, HBB 87-82-1 5515 1.14x107* 6.07
Hexabromobenzene
UL
PRI C,H;Bry PBT 85-22-3 486.62 122x1073 6.99
Pentabromotoluene
Monoaromatic
IO IR0 2 — R R L (2 -2, 3 2L )
Tetrabromophthalate C,,Hy,Br, O, TBPH 26040-51-7  706.1 1.55x107!" 10.08
bis (2-ethylhexyl) ester
L rave
TR .21: 7 C,4,H,Br}, DBDPE 84852-53-9 9712 6.00x107" 11.10
Decabromodiphenyl ethane
12-3Q2 A4,6- =R EH) 2t
Sy C,HgBr O BTBPE 37853-59-1 6876 1.89x1071° 8.90
ZIEIR 1,2-bis (2,4,6-tribromophenoxy) ethane e
Multiaromatic
(2 3-SR PO TR A
Tetrabromobisphenol A C, HyBrgO, TBBPA-DBPE 21850-44-2 943 .6 1.60x10 1042
bis (dibromopropyl ether)
SN 12-ZiR-4-(1 2-ZRCFDHA
E2Vilsinis . . "
1,2-dibromo-4-(1 ,2-dibromoethyl) CgH,,Br, TBECH 3322-93-8 4278 1.05x10 524

Cycloaliphatic
cyclohexane

Bl VR https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/,
Note: Data from https:/pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/.
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®2 FERFERKEHSMTAESGE
Table 2 Acute toxicity of NBFRs

NBFRS ZikAEY) 557 F TR 1] BEPERTR BEPERONE W 275 Sk
Subjects Exposure route Duration End point Toxic effect Concentration References
150 mg-kg™!
B JE I 22
KB il / LOAEL / WRRREE B
Rats Intraperitoneal
HBB Based on body mass)
BEL T
/ 6 ~ 168 hpf LC ; .L! 30
Zebrafish P % Death 107 mg-L B0
PN H R JTERRE
91d LOAEL . kg™ -d”! 31
Rats Oral No effect 035 mg-kg ™ -d Bl
PBT
fh T
/ / LC 5 mg-L™! 32
Fish % Death - mg (321
PN F AR LAY B WA A EE B
. / . 5 000 mg-kg [32]
Rats Oral Single dose No acute toxicity
PRLLL: BT
TBPH e / 48 h LCs, 091 mg-L! 29]
Daphnia magna Death
B fHORAET:
/ 6 ~168 hpf LCs, >20 mg-L™! [30]
Zebrafish Embryo death
\ >2 g-kg™!
RT J PR Ay 1 IR BETZ .
. / LDs, (AR 33]
Rabbits Dermal/ Oral Death
Based on body mass)
; . >5 000 mg-kg™!
PN H B AR .
90 d LDs, . ((28.35i% 9ap [B1]
Rats Oral No acute toxicity
Based on body mass)
DBDPE il £ TR R i A
N F1 iR AT bk .
Rinbow trout, 96 h NOEC o >110 mg-L [34]
. Oral No acute toxicity
Daphnia magna
% A
KA / 48 h ECy = 19 pg-L”! 135]
Daphnia magna Motionless
BEH B bR
/ 9 h LD, i o | mg-L"! 132]
Zebrafish No acute toxicity
PN WA 1B ENATH BRI
* , 4h LCy, e o >36.7 g-m"> B1]
Rats Inhalation Behavioral, dermatitis, etc.
BTBPE .
>10 g-kg
¥ B ke fi
/ LD / ; i 36
Rabbits Dermal 100 (kAR 31 Bel
Based on body mass)
23456-
BIRL Y4 3
PBEB
2(3456) R / / LC / >8 g-kg™! [31]
- Rabbits * ge
pentabromoe-
thylbenzene
(PBEB)

LDy AR KRAEBIEH i, LD, g, h X EFEH] & NOEC I K ICHE MMk BE s LOAEL Sy W8 5] (4 e AT A H 0 ek oo B
Note: LD, refers to maximum non-lethal dose, LD, refers to absolute lethal dose, NOEC refer to no observed effect concentration, and LOAEL refer to

no observable adverse effect level.
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AT A PR A ULER B B ) SRR, WIAE
Nakari #l Huhtala®'f{§f/f 5¥ ', DBDPE X} K %! % , 24
h 1 ECy, fER 19 ng-L™", Hardy SV 75T H i A
X259 22 5l BB MY JRL K #E T Nakari A1 Huhtala™
FISEEe T & 2R BhiA 7 Y DBDPE W,
IRl FH AR R ) — 6 A (DMSO)iEF T B, HH
2 DMSO FA77E T B2 il R A8 B0 P 82 SO

HHTXF T NBFRs [ 2 RN IR0 A E 7247
A FEFZE) NBFRs XF T4 4 i 2k 2 1k 7= A=
KL AR, 2 DBDPE (1,2-3(2.4,6- = VR 48 Jit)
ZJE(BTBPE) %5 1] fe XA 20 A= W N &5 7= A ik 3
PE (HA &N TBPH K HATT A= ) 45 % KB IR A AE
aPEFETE, XA BE S NBFRs NS EA B KX R,
FER SRR A] 7] i 25 45 NBFRs 7= 42 %5 4 B . 1Y
FEMERON . HK, HET NBFRs Y 2 i i 55 4 o
TE/DIRAR AR I, Bl T G A R S i
FLENY RIS IS SLiA TR 2 — 09K NBFRs 12
PRI A PIVE L, o NBFRs X A AR (1) 52 B JRU:
RS e PRI KRR R B pH |
VAT AL T 7K - R0 K AR 3R 45 D PR T R 23 5
NBFRs B 2E P31, BRI 52 B 99 30 9T 3 AR
AR B NBFRs A 2 MR MR 75 Bt — 59T,
O S IR LA 5 NBFRs 9 A 25 KUK

2 BTREE 4 ( Hepatotoxicity )

LIRSS, NBFRs 1% 2 8 2 i A= ) U 240 L 9
FEAE G PR A N (ROS), DT 5 & 48 Ak 1 380 3% 1
Szymanska® 7E B 58 1 & B, 76 /N BRUAK 4 {3 25 HBB
HHCHE N 20% ~90% B, H AR A BEAE WL 2] /N B
JHF 0 200 A T S 2 g B 2 A Ak, (EL 2 ] R B D
T e H K (GSH) K F- B Ik, Feng 4% B #F 58 3%
9,5 .10 i1 100 mg-kg™' () DBDPE 4 REMELfifi iRk K 4
i (Carassius auratus) [T JE 40 B+ GSH 7K - B 1. [%
i, "I E /& f1 T DBDPE i 153k 7K 4 £ 1 Ik 41 g %
A7 B AR N SO, TS 7S GSH & i F2 32
FH. Egloff S AyRFoE 45 % W], 2 BTBPE W H
>0.03 wmol-L™" 1 0.1 pmol-L™" s, X [ Jit 48 Jfa v
40 {5, K P450-1A4/5(CYP1 A4/5) ) mRNA kK
SEAR AR T 115 £ 18 %, M 5 R0 T 40 A Y
{75 35, Nakari #1 Huhtala®! (1 0 5% 45 3 % 0,
DBDPE (1) BE AR Ak, 23 52 M) i1 65 €0 11465 68 €21 JH- 448 i
W 7- 2 A Sy TR I 2 SE T (EROD) T 14 , T i 1y
EROD i 14:7F DBDPE & E J 125 ng-L itk

SR, 2Z 5 W6 T T 1R B 35 T %, 25 pg - L B FRAIE
F 0; 1M #1§f1 EROD 15 Pkt DBDPE ¢ & = i 45
SEREAR, 7E 25 pg L IFREMLE 0, HATH T NBFRs
(14 JHF O B I 5T A 4T, 45 R 3 W NBFRs R 55 &
AT AT LRI 257 A AT 25 « ok 2% T 200 i 4
RIS 15 5 6 A ML (5 %R P450 i Y mRNA
(14 3k £ K S R R S I 36 P A 23 | e 2 A 4
L PR B TG PR 25 L BFSTIESE T NBFRs X
A= AT A — RE A I 75 P 35500 (36 3).

3 W4 FHF M ( Endocrine disrupting toxicity )
H F-&64> NBFRs 7> T 250 5 ZF A Wi R o
T2l ,NBFRs EA P4 4336 T P A FH FME () B &R
BONEE? T R () % 2R i 5% h 2 3, TBB
(091 pmol- L) AW 5| EEWEEE 62% HUMEB R,
TBPH(425 pmol- L") FE#E 5L 74% ()BT i E AE
o AENRIE 5 ZLAR 40 A B 58 T, TBPH X4 Ak
PR WIS PE RGOS B2 BT R R 2 s M 1C, (B
4354 0.1 wmol-L™" 103 wmol-L™'#" Jin 280K
BE T £ 5% 7% 75 72 e FE i DBDPE 3L A% (1 000.0
pg-kg (AT Bt i) )5, 245 )5 48 h %A AL
T WHE IS HAZH5 )5 120 h (93 5 40 7 bk i 2
A S 0 0 R () 3 e X6 2 2 o 28 A S 3 R 1Y)
FEIRIKF-  AChE {iF 14 R 40 A 9 T~ 175 00 A 0 e
B, BELh 0 1 ol 22 B MR ROV B8/, Sun SEET IS
453K W], 45 Balb/C /NRIRE 57 5.20,100 F1 200
mg-kg™ -d” 47 DBDPE {7 K, /N BUA P A2 H
PRI ZR (TSH) AT, L5772 — P i S R
(FT3) i =Rl F IR RS R (TT3) I 5 HUIR IR 25 (FT4)
FLE RO (TT4)FEAR, 350W] DBDPE SR X /)y
FRANE ™ A 2R RSO A 23 T BRI AR Y AR
FHOCILR 4300, Hh G T B 2 S S0 AR 1) 45— R
H AN B Y, Smythe 2592 1 % BT 25 A 3
£, DBDPE e % 410 il - 240 L 9 3,3,5,5- PO il 2
PRI 3.3,5- — B M i i 7, 24 R B B 1 RS
0 AL TR 2 T o B (DTO) 5 1k Ay Al e e Ak 75
Yy, 1 Egloff P9 s bl CEH(REACAE AR
HE A0 M) XS B 2 Fh 3z 38 4= ) 77030, BTBPE fig
f e AL Y D R S AL T (DIO3)mRINA 8 35 35
JFHE R CYP1A4/5 mRNA ik /K-, X o] G5 Ik
XA R R R AL B I B U N A OCEY S 5 — T
52 ,14.5 wmol - L™ 1) BTBPE RE W% {ii [i% £J: 1] #k
B-F-FUME T 1 9 A6 B AIR 12.2% ,12.1 pumol - L' /Y
BTBPE fEME il i £ & 6 5 19 31% , Ui B BTB-
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PE HAAHIMEM R 1ER, A — & A S RS,
Curran &I 5E 3R B, 76 K BRI g s J&
WY TBECH(O ~5 000 mg-kg™"), 7AWl 28 d J5 s
] P A BRI 37 v = Al PR OR R D 2R (T3 ), DY il
FEIR i i 22 R (T4) 7K SF- 8 i e K BRI R K
JCHH 5484k . Marteinson Al Fernie™ ¥ B-TBECH #%
0239 ng-g™'-d IR MBI E WM EY b, H15
CLAR BRI AT S 3G hn , W] ot 4 v T £ R
AL RE S P itk . Larsson 285 AF 9 & 9L, 76N
JFRE AN W8 5] 4-(1,2- "R 2 H)-1,2- "R E
$t(TBECH) 5 MR 2 R (AR)REfS BB 45 &, 2B
il BE (IC,,) M 163 nmol - L™ ; 7E AR % LI 5 o W
BB H A I R TG 1, 1C,, 4 42.7 nmol - L', 44
SR TBECH nf LIS AN AR, 1 7€ 5 — T iF
e 45N A B TBECH #00% A& AR (19 6E 11 3t
AR, TBECH-y Al TBECH-6 7% AR MY RE J1 kb
TBECH-«a fl TBECH-B 5%, K34 NBFRs A~
SR A SRR RN (B T RA 5 N
WL 2R A R ALY 4 T 45 A TE A AR N 5 7 A
U RO, an b i | MR VR R A5 2R
N IR By o bt FE B DIO WG PE |5 AR B
B IFOE AR AR I BA A [\ 1Y B0 e ) 4%
HR(ER 4),

H A0 9T 228, NBFRs 233 15 5 i £ P11k Y
PR AT R IR IKF 55 07 SO0 32 104 ) 7 A B
PERON , TN A= 9 1132 Bh R 1 4 7= A T4 (Bl T
W E SRRV ER N AR IRR Z 15 S 1%
WAL R 2% NBFRs 4 N 43 W T4 55 M 7EAS
[e] (%) A= A e 4y 7= AR AL A O S ATS AN 6% 3
WIEA , A ek — DA

4 X B E%(Developmental toxicity)

&4 ) PBDEs T 8% iFE 52 A & & 814, BDE-
47 S| RBES PR E 58 AR AT IR F A K
WD B AT S D R — S WIS P A B
BDE-47 #}HAlh [7] 32 % 4 BDE-28 \BDE-99 F1 BDE-
100 WRENS SR S k& 5™, Boh, i
J% ¥ TBBPA FI HBCD " s RE % 51 & BE T 101 (9 17
AR ESE ., HATHB RV, #85 NBFRs tLH
A 51548 BFRs UMY K& B B PR RN (3% 5), Wang
SBUAIHFSE I 1 wmol - L' () TBECH 23 541 BE
g nas shte ST, I RIEKAT A, X LRk B B A
WA ;10 wmol - L™ AY TBECH AE % [ A BE

oo R AR PO R (72 hpf:59% ;96 hpf:73%),
[ AR T B R4y f 0 R I S BOE S % 7
% . Nakari fIl Huhtala® (0F 57 28], 288 7E 25 pg-
L™' ) DBDPE H fig % (i 5 = 11 51 (%) 9% £k 1 2y L 451
FAAR 225 0 BEZHL 0 60% , 1717 12.5 g - L' X BE £
R IEEAL S ) FL B LT3 A 5 5 5 125 pg - L' 25
pg-L™' ¥ DBDPE ¥JBEUSfifi 15 B b fa 4 fa (i FE T3
BFas AR, Usenko P B BF T 45 S M,
TBBPA HBB %§ NBFRs fig 1% 5| 5 & fi il i 1) 5
T2, H TBBPA /) LC,, 5 fK(1.45 mg-L™"), ¥
s, AT AW 2,2-WL[4-Q-F8 3k 2 4 3E)-3,5- IR I
FE1P9 bt (TBBPA-OHEE) # 4 #H 1L, LCy, M 2.2 mg -
L™ ;1 TBPH F1 335 % .5 (DBNPG)2 ' NBFRs
AN FHBES M MIRRIET:, LCy,>20 mg-L™', H
SREBr NBFRs O &R BA L) L& #1E, Gei%
RAARIE £ IR NIG I AL R P2 = 4l (A0 T 3 (H RS 4R
HTEBE Lt S LG ik b Tz 0 R B BRI SR IE
T Bt — o,

AR/ NBFRs L &8 ESC A AW kK & &
T | BEE R (RIE B 0 IR i (b R B = gl sE T % ]
Hij L 24158 1) NBFRs F28{75%% /0>, 41 HBB ,PBT
2 H R 2T £ 19 NBFRs & 8 2 MRS
A4, ANBES 58 T4 NBFRs 12 BFRs 1955
T s B WETE AR R B R XURS . (AT, B
AR BHEER AT 2 R TR B H i J H 4K
o Tz B R R B AN L S R R A T
it — LI

5 HEZSKBEIEM (Ecological risk assessment )

H T NBFRs /K P22 NP iy R 5L
HG AR NIFFLR #1153 NBFRs 7£— & F2 5
AETEA YRR B RO, FEORTE R AR SR, Y
& 4 (bioconcentration) , J& 45 A= P ML IR BT H & R
FA TR BOME S AL, (2R PR ) B Y
W R A AEAR B PR B IS . 2R Wi K (biomag-
nification) 248 7E B 5k i, Fo A oo 2 SOME 7 il 1 1k
IR E TR T A R BB W S A
A W 2 (bioaccumulation) j& 48 [F] — A= ) B & H A=
K& B WA A 5l il AR IR IS IR P BT R
BOME T L) 0 A R B R WG R B4, &
AW s SRR AE YO IE R B 25 582 4y St
A0 B R E(BCF) A Wi R 22 Z(BMF) Fl A ) AR
R RB(BAF) KR,
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Table 3 Hepatotoxicity of NBFRs
NBFRS ZARA W) 55 A TR I ] BEVERR W 275 30k
Subjects Exposure route Duration End point Concentration References
HBB Balb/C /)Ml H 2 h JEFAEAN L GSH K- BOEHIR Y 20% ~90% B7]
Balb/C mice Oral Liver glutathione levels 20% ~90% of lethal doses
ok 4fh JH T 5 JHFHEAH i GSH 7K o
. . . . 30d . } 5.10.100 mg-kg [26]
Carassius auratus  Injected intraperitoneally Liver glutathione levels
DBDPE sty
Rainbow trout I EROD i .
N 8d . 0~50 pg-L” 35]
Yoy il £ Oral EROD activity
Brown trout
XS AT 40
BTBPE Chicken embryonic / 36 h CYP1A4/5 0.03.0.1 pmol-L™! [38]
hepatocyte
x4 EIFERKESRFALS B THEE
Table 4 Endocrine disrupting toxicity of NBFRs
NBFRs ZAkA SN R A BEPERE NS BEPERLNL W S 3CHk
Subjects Exposure route Duration End point Toxicity effect Concentration References
) ek B B
T - % 625 ~1000
. 48 hpf Free-swimming - [40]
Zebrafish Sediment ) No effect pg-kg!
distance
) ; UK 2 L
W R KIS BB 625 ~1 000
. 120 hpf Free-swimming . - [40]
DBDPE Zebrafish Sediment . Distance was shortened pg-kg™!
distance
TSH 775 ;
Balb/C /N IR 30 d FMEAKT FT3 TT3 .FT4 TT4 F#fik 5.20.100 . (1]
Balb/C mice Oral Hormone levels TSH: T; 200 mg-kg™"' -d™!
FT3, TT3, FT4, TT4: |
e it AR 12.2%
Al A R ’
o RICHRSEFFAK 31%
. SO ) .
PR . B-galactosidase 14.5 pmol-L
/ / B-galactosidase . [43]
Yeast . production reduce by 122%, 12.1 |J,m01-L’1
production, .
) yeast luminescence
yeast luminescence ohibit by 31%
BTBPE hibit by o
il DIO3 ik
e DIO3 mRNA #ik/KF- CYP1A4/5 34
CEHABIE WML , = o 0.051.036 32
R 36 h Expression level of the Inhibition of [38]
CEH/Eggs  Expose/ Inject . . mg-mL™!
gene encoding DIO3 DIO3 expression,
CYP1A4/5 increase
WEME . T3 T4 5
F344 KR (7 ecqnliid 28 d BWERAKF Mt  FERANT 1250 4]
F344 rats Oral Hormone levels Female: T3, T4 increase; mg-kg™!
TBECH Male: No effect
JEEARCE ~ A AAAT o 1
Q%EI. FEORE) e R A T 3 0239
American kestrels [mpi+ 82 d . . Increased androgen o [45]
Biologic behavior ng-g ' -d”!

(Falco sparverius)

dependent behavior




42

RS B SR 7 (NBFRs) 14 25 28 FEPE 3500 BT a8 219

H R 78 45 5 % 0, NBFRs A9/E LR | & 4
FHCRALN 5 NBFRs FUAP2E AW Ap 2 pF o8 IX 3
A, He SFPAE b [ 7R VL X SR AR F 52 45 51
DBDPE 7EAR VL 3 Fifa 2t BAF iy 6.1 ~ 7.1, UlHI7E
Zifilk DBDPE 7& 3 Ff fa s sp A7 7 AL YA B
Wu P E R [ T AR VE S T e SR L R IRl
Sl BE T P L 3 PP R TR A REAE LA 170 0t R
SR AE % L Xk %, it 5 th BTBPE Y BAF {H K
3.32 ~6.08  fAFE AR RN, Mo 575 o [5 7
T B ALl B 3 RAEAS 2], TR} £ /R 1 A
Ny BTBPE 1) BMF 4 1.90 ~ 3.60, fit % {3 B 28 12 %
BTBPE EA Wit , {H DBDPE 7E{H A} £ /3%
B YEE T BMF 4 0.10 ~0.77 , NELEAEPIOR
YER . eI e A0 1 19 & 9 I il 45 () BTB-
PE 7E 3 Z&38h 10 & Wk Hh 1 BT A W R0
28 £ /1 3. [ 4 (walleye/white suckers) , 28 7y £/
fif: 4 (walleye/white fish) #1381 fa/4: H 4 (walleye/
goldeye)fy) BMF 433k 2.5 2.4 Al 1.1, {HAE % 5]
fl i 4% o BTBPE Y BMF {l<1, %4 & BLEY)
RIS Hou 485 & v [ B 165 P9 VDR 5% 1Y) 3t
B K I — A5 29 MY E A 11 R
NBFRs #F5A 4 ¥ KAE T, BAFs S JoHHEsh )
228 ~341 1135323 ~3.71 ; E KKK N F(TMF)
H 153 ~532, VL E45REW] NBFRs GBS TE W)
BRI ) AT A% 2 RN AR AR R A A
TNz AR — e FE B A A RS

H%5 8% NBFRs % Az A8 FREE RS Ad B i XU,
AT XURS: 7 (RQ)E DA 40 Jo 14 A= 285 XUR: 7K F, RQ
R ERER MR FE (MEC) A1 il Jc 24 i vk B (PNEC) Y L
18 ,RQ A3 A JLAN 454 . RQ<1.0 675 JC i 35 KUK 5
1.0 <RQ<10 R/R AWM A RN ;10 <RQ<
100 /R B 3 B9 AN B ; RQ =100 27 o7 1 48] vk

TERIA BN . 754> NBFRs 1 RQ {H 1 6 s,
Hrbfb & ¥ 8 PNEC {8 Hh 58 50 3845 304 ] LC,,/
1000 5% EC,,/1000, K#K4> NBFRs [ RQ {H#fiE<l,
He S A B, i BTBPE , RQ {E3# i MEC(5.22 ng-
L)1 PNEC(0.53 pg-L ™) FL{EIHES%] 4 0.01;RQ
I = Y& TBPH(8.97), 2+ MEC {H°4 13 900 ng -
g (LI F B it), PNEC(ULAR YN ME A 1.55 mg-kg™'
(LT R 31), Hou 2P %} 4> 5k 7 Fl N NBFRs 1Y
RQ H YT T A%, A[A] X 5% NBFRs fit) RQ {H 28 b4
K, I PR B Y XA PE AN E NBFRs Y B85 5
F Tk XUTEW |, JLF NBFRs /i RQ {H19>10, Fi
A1 RQ ME TN VE AL IRARBEAA A A NB-
FRs MA SR (0 R T H R BR TR BRI 72 2 ) 55
FIVE W I e = A A A BRI RN, DRI I PP s
FER A S XS G A T 2 2 B PEE

6 %5it 5EE (Conclusion and prospects)

B NBFRs 8RB 2 b A 7 i, S 208
TEA NI B LA K AE IR AR A K, 518 5¢
BFRs #H[R] [ /&, NBFRs [a]Ff 5 A7 7t #2514 1 B
3o NBFRs 23X AR W 047 Az 2t 5 18 1R F 2K
B, ARATFRERENE | oI TR R BRSNS (R
i} ,NBFRs HA — & AW RN, -aebl & &
Yysile e R AE AR R R SRR, X A 2 R B
NABFRATAERAE R KBS . SR17, H A4 NBFRs £
BEVERT BT AN % T 03, A TR 58 2575 AR I
&k e, T EL H TR B 5T 2 46 vh 18 S 6 5 A0 1] B A
B RFERER R IR R W0 275 RS20 T
VERIPRUEAL R AT REME:  JF HEAT IRV B B NBFRs %4 %
SR, R I HE U 1) 52 M5 YL i 2 REE
XF T NBFRs A MEREERIITIT B W ik — 20 4h 72T Jre
TS = B SRR AR A FLsh b i S E RIS,

x5 BERFERABERNRESNHE
Table 5 Developmental toxicity of NBFRs

NBFR SEIRAEY) 255 )7 TG 8] BEPESR bR W S 30k
s
Subjects Exposure route Duration End point Concentration  References
BELh 0 R I R R AIRZE 60%
DBDPE / / . 25 pg-L! [35]
Zebrafish Hatching rate reduce to 60%
PEEy R 4yt R JERESE AL 59% /713%
72/96 hpf ) 10 wmol-L™! [51]
Zebrafish Zebrafish larvae exposed Hatching rate: 59%/73%
TBECH
BELh 4t 5% T Dk T 3 N 5 R A1
6 dpf o o 001 ~1 pmol-L™"  [51]
Zebrafish Zebrafish larvae exposed Free swimming distance diminished




220 Ao #F O OH ¥ Mt 18 &
xo6 ERMERAEMHBEKEMTIRYHE PNECs 71 RQ &
Table 6 PNECs and RQ of NBFRs
Zity PNECs(/k {4 PNECs(ILF#) S 3CHk
NBFRs - EC,y/LCy URH) ( . ) MEC RQ
Subjects PNECs (Water) PNECs (Sediment) References
1.55 mg-kg™!
Bt LCy ere
HBB 107 pg-L7! T st 943 ng-L™'  0.006 [57]
Zebrafish 107 mg-L™!
Based on dry mass)
. 1.55 mg-kg™!
K% LCy: 1 > mere
] 091 pg-L~ (S NS enn [29]
Daphnia magna 091 mg-L"
Based on dry mass)
TBPH 139 pg-g™! 897
BNl =127 mg-kg™!
Lumbriculus NOEC / (WA Bkt it [58]
variegatus Based on dry mass)
RELE ECs :
. 0.0019 pg-L™! / 108 pg-L™'  0.0057 [35]
Daphnia magna 19 ;.Lg-L’I
DBDPE BRI AL 100 mg-kg™!
Chironomus NOEC / AT Fatit 247 ng-g”' 00247 [34]
riparius Based on dry mass)
BTBPE / / 053 pg-L! / 522 ng-L7t 001 [
100 pg-L™! 927 pg-g™!
B ., (BK Freshwater) (IR/K Freshwater)
TBBPA-DBPE ECs,:100 mg-L 453 pg-g”' 00049 [56]
Zebrafish 10 pg-L7! 92.7 pg-g™!
(ME7K Seawater) (MF7K Seawater)
0201 pg-L! 155 pg-g™
(#R7K Freshwater) (IR7K Freshwater)
PBEB / NOEC:20.1 pg-L! 32 pg-L"  0.00016 [56]
0.0201 pg-L™! 0.155 pg-g!

(ME7K Seawater)

(HE7K Seawater)

T MEC F/R BRI BE , RQ /R KUK R , PNECs /1 B TG Bvk B2 , AR 2% Xiong 45 UVHI Hou 5P MBS T 4521

Note: MEC refers to measured environmental concentration, RQ refers to risk quotient; PNECs refers to predicted no effect concentration, and the value

of PNECs refers to Xiong"! and HouP®!” s research and calculation results.

IFERFTAESEBRIREE A ot v ) S e B MR O 9 40 b
THBREERVEFIBL B §T A I8, WA fEE—20
W A Btk 2 E P AE— 2 F NBFRs 1, #:PE
BAEAG 4w, e — e,

H T NBFRs HA & K, {8 AR5 & 15 R 1k,
B 5 ol B AN AS B 4 DR A B
SEEARA T SR e AR WA R . Ak, NB-
FRs 0] LUK A G AR AR i S A i e | i sk
IS RRAR 25 NBFRs B REPERON , {H X 5 T (1) B9
iz, B2 BARHRICAKZEZ KT NBFRs #
PERIIF S, (HE B AL R AE SE PR IR 5T b i 75 1
RUONATY s i — 058, 7 56 1F NBFRs 7EAN A &4
B ) A R BRI R A0 R 14 A 2 XU

BEEEEN . 24R01975—), 8 B+ #4250,

TEMRA QAL BESEIATIHFTEDE () EHi4R
ZAE R BAZH],
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