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Abstract Water disinfection is a fundamental strategy for safeguarding human health from
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pathogenic threats and preventing the spread of pathogens in drinking water. It has been widely
employed in water purification. During the process of water disinfection, disinfectants readily react
with natural organic matters such as humic and fulvic acids, inorganic compounds, pollutants, and
free chlorine, bromine, or iodine present in the raw water, producing pollutants known as emerging
contaminants (ECs) or disinfection by-products (DBPs). Among these, chlorinated disinfection by-
products (C1-DBPs) represent a category with the highest detection rate and concentration levels. The
toxicities of CI-DBPs include endocrine disruption, carcinogenicity, teratogenicity, and mutagenicity,
which can threaten human health and environmental safety. However, the toxic mechanisms
responsible for these adverse effects are not yet fully understood. Hence, gaining a comprehensive
understanding of the toxic effects of CI-DBPs is crucial for safeguarding both ecological
environments and human health. This article provides an overview of the types and sources of Cl-
DBPs that have been identified so far. It delves into the toxic effects of CI-DBPs and their mixtures
on aquatic organisms, terrestrial organisms, and human health, thereby offering a scientific
foundation for assessing the environmental risks associated with CI-DBPs.

Keywords  water system disinfection, chlorinated disinfection by-products, ecological

environment, toxicity effects.

2019 4F 12 J LIk, B 8@ R% 5 (2019-nCoV) 7R il FUER &, 2 BAL IR IBAR P IE IR R
JE TR Al 43 35 2 A ) ot A5 A FH B SR R RN R B . 58 RS S 37 i 45 1R AT T 2 AT LA RUBE s B A%
%, (B KEAA S S KIEF I KRB P (natural organic matter, NOM) MITCHLES T e i A= A FE 1978
7 @l 7= ¥ (disinfection byproducts, DBPs) . DBPs & £ # %t & 4 #7 % ¥5 Y4 ¥ ( emerging contaminants,
ECs)P %, ALY REME . IREEREANE | A9 BV SERAE, XA S RGP AR n & 2B A%
TEfE . Ho, ZARHFERI 7= %) (chlorinated disinfection byproducts, C1-DBPs) £ it & Fl B 7K - fe =, X
BB AR EECTE)ZRE S =) B EE(THMs) . K LR (HAAs) M < B e AR
[F)H B 254 T i 7 #A7) DBPs, THMs H Y =54 B (TCM) . HAAs T i) 54 £ (DCAA) Fll =&
LR (TCAA) ki LB ) =R LW e O . FERZ B AR = b, LA 2,6- 8- 1,4- 7501
(2,6-DCBQ) . 8 LM . =5 L kA = S i & F 45¢ 55 C1-DBPs 145 H ZRFNVR AP 5 0L K Ak
%55 Y DBPs Az U RE R BRI s 54K > TR AR > 1748 DBPs!". Rook!""! J~ 1974 4E 1 &
TH B R R IR PR R 25 5 7K vh NOM . s i AE i 4 Ff THMs, 48 TCM, — IR 5 H b Al — iR — & H
BE4E CI-DBPs, H ITFJa T 4% K& CI1-DBPs 1985 2% B B S AIF 55 FIriE S8 T TCM X sh i 2
ABUEE, T8 Ames 150 TE SEK A& 1A AL EL AT I AR VR FHUO A FITR L ) 40 20 1 ) 2 382 B
FERM, KW REET CI-DBPs S 7E I dn i de vk | JER e . BumtE | BN I EFLEAR
fat R 45 AT 0 AT AP 98 K PR, 2285 T CI1-DBPs 5Bt . ilie . s . ARG | e fl 2
SRR AR 021 KR T CI-DBPs © 8k 5 1Y/ 2k T A= ) il 2 —.

A48 5 th (9 DBPs C i 900 ), H 3% [ (A2 1 R 7K TAEFR#E ) (GB 5749—2006) H HXT
4y DBPs #E4T T W%, 46 KB4 DBPs 8 A 32 Wi . 78 H i % Wi 19 C1-DBPs H1, THMs Al HAAs £ %%
TIE 52 H AT 290 i 25 P R R PR P U0, SR, 5 0T 7 R 5 U A v A LA (dissolved organic nitrogen, DON)
e B S T B @I 7 9 (nitrogenous disinfection byproducts, N-DBPs) 1 i Z Ji5 (HANs) fil < Z. it i
(HAcAms) 54590 B AT i AR A WS RINe 7 fEad 22 L4 5L, BR8N B8 A oRK . T4 K FT
FAKPAETE I 245 TN 32 48 ) DBPs B BEMERUN AT 1) 12 MIBIFSE, K305 3248 I 0 &% bl 28 A
¥ (carbon disinfection byproducts, C-DBPs) fill THMs £l HAAs #f kb, & 32 & il #Y N-DBPs B.A H 5 i %
B EE AR R A E R USSR, X SeAfF5Y H % 18 T B — DBPs MY BN, £ R G Th A A YR
W BB R 2 EG AR IR G WG S E AT BN R T B — k2= L A R R 88 T
FPELZ Fl C1-DBPs I, n B 23 & AR AR . BRI AR BTN, I, BF5E CI-DBPs i 9 Y PR NS T
(S AU NN 5 1 1V W SHa o= o = R e D A X o S e T
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ARCLER T C1-DBPs 153 25 KR, 3%t C1-DBPs K ARG H X K . [t Az A 1 R\ A fede B ) 2 4
B AT T RES, WIARGT T A X e PR AT nT BERY 2 F-LA, LAV IEA CL-DBPs (9 BR85S 12
PERL .

1 Cl-DBPs B43 251 £ E ¥ ¥ (Classification and main sources of C1-DBPs)

CI-DBPs {Eh—Ff ECs, Hok IR 3z, ki 2 (58 1) EEHE LR, FES5LUT 4 80164
S A Y, CI-DBPs: (1) 8 A iR Ml & BLIR 55 K431 NOM; (2) 41 1 AN e AR F= 4 (3) & JE R AR o
N FAH LY (4) N5+ 4 (endocrine disrupting chemicals, EDCs) . JE §$§ {471 %% 24 (nonsteroidal
anti-inflammatory drugs, NSAIDs) . 24 f F1-1> A 47 2 ] & ( pharmaceuticals and personal care products,
PPCPs) FIiA: 3R S MEEA HLTS G 4.

%1 CI-DBPs [y 243K
Table 1 Main classification of CI-DBPs

25 fet ZE Xk
Category Compounds Reference
SphE e Ak A b, I e IR b, — A I b, AR e I B 20 - 22]
K 2R AOBR. RO, AL, WAL, — R8O, —E RO [23 - 25]
i 2 A ZAOHE . RO AR M N . IR [26 — 27]
FSAE e, — SO, AT, WRIET GG, BT, RTS8 -29)

i 2,0- A -1LAIER L 2,5- T G- 1,4 K] | 2,6- A -3-F 1 4-5601] L 2,3,6- —F-1,4-9KR L 2,3,5,6-DUGH-1,4- TR
AR 3.4,5,6-PU%-1,2- %0, 2-50-6-L-1,4-FI , 2-350-6-%-1.4-JE [30 —34]
i B AWM, — B, =AW, IRE B, —IRE B R A AL m [35]

X L —ROWE, RO OB IRE OB, R OB AL [36]
A

%;g?tﬂ ARREh . WAL [37]
A PR, AP PR S P (38]

- 2G| 2,4- AR . 2,4,6- =S | 2,6- " R-A-TEHEEE | 4-TR-2-GRE | 2-IR-4- 50U

\ ) s} )

A 2.6- AT [39]

HAbCl- PO AL, 3,5- -4 SR T | 3-S5 -4- SR I 3,5- S 4- R TG 10— 4

DBPs 3RS AT R 3,5 Uk Bith. 3905 EUKI . 3-H-2.2-— I 1 T [ ]

1.1 JEFEIR A e RS K52 F NOM

AR K5+ NOM =22l gh i = Ak, DA R ot A 3. 78 S AT 75 B )6 58 #2246 1Y C1-DBPs &
HH AR5 F NOM £, Bt A= i C1-DBPs fi & 2 A i PR Y. b 2K i) NOM 38 i T4 T K,
i F 7K B L) C1-DBPs £ F 1T /K ¥, 35 i 14 A HL4) (dissolved organic matter, DOM) 8 j& — 2K &
ZL) NOM, & FIH 75 7 & 28 DOM B4 A, M5 M C1-DBPs A9 TE . Korotta-Gamage %5 fiff 5% A&
B NOM 1435 . &5 i K & &2 CI-DBPs JE Bl (H i F NOM (& 24P, H T A M i
RIEE T AP XT CI-DBPs A= i 1 52 i FAVE AL, i 75 i — 2P 5.
1.2 A AR

it 5 K R 7K U5 b K 5 8 A Ak, SR A8 R A B S R BR BE AS IBTYE n, B X 20 T R 2R AR AR Cl-
DBPs HI &Y BAF TR T NOM, iX LEFi sy £ 2 FE i [ RIET . T2 A 3 B0A0 M i 24 )5 R
W, LA R v 2 M F 1) oK A B RS R A AR = 4, an v R A HIL BT (algae organic matter, AOM) 55
AOM 1E N HLETAR Y RE A= Bl 51 75 14 1) C1-DBPs, £ BLHE52 MK H 7K 7K 5t ™). Gonsior 551 3@ 1 171 25
L, 5% 55 o8 57 P25 e - [ e LR B (EST FT-ICR MS) 6 0 %2 PR 4 4 (4 3% (M. aeruginosa) 41 g vh
AOM 7 & 1k 4 #% J5 77 4E T CI-DBPs. It #b, Li % “7 3 iF GC-MS % I 3] 28+ A b 5 )5,
M. aeruginosa F1 AOM £ Ji T 7 F CI-DBPs, fuff S 2. =SS ke . S S WM. N, 765
e a6l AOM Ai74E i C1-DBPs B Ak F 7K 2242 Pk ik =z —.
1.3 B FE A SN ALY

HR A 2 [ A — T8 A, 7F 16 R K b B8 ) B J K rf s 24 JE R (amino acids, AAs) -3 (5 &
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DON 5 2 1 15%"*. WF 25 AAs AR5 it IR E 7, 2 53857 W B i C1-DBPs. Lu 481
S5G 5 T PR BRSO 07 7 M 2 B R 5 T #E 50 SO A2 Y C1-DBPs. {H ¢ T 2 L R Al AR 1 B/ A i
K44 B CI-DBPs MU IF A2, HAR A B PE K G 25 5 w5 W itk . TR Ik, RS S B e A A 11 T S5
ML ) CI-DBPs A5 1 B 7547
1.4 SMEMEAHLTS G

HMEMEA LTS G R MR BEAIR, (RN B 2, B35 /K AR L SR 7K 5k 75 i, e G 4 e i A:
R, A2 KR Fp A A6 (i HO R o 349 CI-DBPs RijiAY). i 5 5 btk RaE AN 5 B
T S WS CL1-DBPsPY; Zhou 4510 J B0 5 28 78 @ AL A Sl A s F b 25 24 i TCML. DCAN,, PO 54
Bk A1 — SN R . BRBTA: R AP, Gao SECY K BN R 1 75 A1 A SR HE S IS LIS R T TCM A= S
FEHBE A B AP IEYE A LIS e i T MR B L, B M DLRE AR AR 22 A Re e, HETOC T
CI-DBPs i A% I FEASR AL 7553

Ak, BT COVID-19 FHRE AL R, JUH R B A BT 15 e 15 K A #2437 4 — € 1 CI-DBPs. 157K
Qb 3T (wastewater treatment plans, WWTP) 7= A= {415 U6 V5 7K & A K & 1) il 1 5B & ¥ (extracellular
polymeric substance, EPS) 5% A #L4). Zhang 550 B 58 R W5 K V5 e 1Y EPS 5 5 S0 15 71 S s 23 42 1
THMs, HBQs. % fUHd45 CI-DBPs. #5875 7K {5 Je 7e S AL T T4 #2 A= LY CI-DBPs, X 57 % 41 4L
HI5 e TE K IH T A R TR L.

2 CI-DBPs i E?&%ﬁ%{m(Eco—toxicity effects of CI-DBPs)

AR, KT CI-DBPs XA A5 FREE F M B A9 52 i I 5% O e US4 22 1 i, AP 4 21 I /s RS
53 C1-DBPs EATETERY« =B R0 . B BEPE . A0tk . P stk . B A R ARG R G 0F AAESEDY.
Nieuwenhuijsen %504 B T F AR L Wi FL 39 S N ARG 5% . W 2L ah Wy fnmi 14 28 sh iy 52 5, 42 i
T CI-DBPs #HOCHY B PEAIL M, (5845 2Pk . AL, MR A s . PALIG &5 i 1403 77 2 40
7 A 9 98 B AR R AR AER 1 5 J A 43-00 . S A AR A5 . HC A 9% 23 AL an e Mgt % 7 iy 28 bt 2
POULEE B H B 17 5¢ T C1-DBPs Y 2 P800 A 58 RIS I AN F8 48, 5 B0 )12 A A 19 = 8 A Fi ol
TRA B B2 5T
2.1 CI-DBPs % 7K A= L YR FE LR,

W5 R W] C1-DBPs 7] BE 23 B AR BRI 9 LE 7= T30, X 7K AR A2 38 R G FUK A AR ) e A G 3 (5 2).
C1-DBPs X P AF 1) 10 52 1) =2 398 AT 300 ) A 2 T D e A0 i 45 P LA B A0 473 98 A4 L ) e ke 45 4
A5 X 7K AR B W 1 52 e 32 B SR TR S I UK RE ) L BRI R AN S T A0 iR UH T2 5F . H AT ST C1-DBPs
TR KA A AT SR o =, Horp DAse . B, i fn R 22

3 2 CI-DBPs XJ 7K A= A= 9 (1 2500
Table 2 Toxicity effects of CI-DBPs on aquatic organisms

KA SRR A AR ES BN
Aquatic organisms CI-DBPs Toxicological effects Reference
AR AL FIFMC-LR™ Az, 5055 40 S 14 8 Sty , i A= 4 [23]
s AL WA, (o 88 A% 2%, ROS & 14, DNASZER, Aniua - [24]
. i A KA, IR IOL i T TR, 2R a IR, SOD. CAT,
AR xem GSH{rhit |- 1. MDA # it FIié )
W% Bh NS . IR AL 3, B R R
s — MESHCT B, HALTR bR CRIZIHE r"ﬁg N R = ) AR A 3, 51 R ITHR 4]
WV FRIAEIR, PSR KOR 22, AL RE IR T [63]
2,6- "4~ 1,4- ] .
A TE TG AEFEAR, AE 44 g [64]
e VEIRBUD, UG, @ RTUR D, JE 5L 1 5 Fr B, Wi o
PR A M LD 3T i L66]
R 5Bt 2 PR [68]

21,1 XFERE R A Y 5 e
A 3 4E (harmful algal blooms, HABs ) 2 tH 54 i [ N /3 3 T A 22 4 ) — > EE L[] 8. C1-DBPs Xf 7K
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AEEBRE P EIFZZ WS T T K805 Fisher S 57 T DCAA Fl TCAA X ¥ 3 2K
(Isochrysis galbana) W) 2. . 18 V£ 81, I galbana 19 72 h A KB HE R W1, 5% 8% T = Wk B 9 DCAA Al
TCAA 21l I galbana PRI, 78 S50 BE B AR KRB 921%, 78 Jc e MR BE AN A 4K 5 Zhang 48PY 4
T B 5 & $h K Hh Y CL-DBPs 7] g 23 X1 A G 7 28 2k 81k Ye S PR R & £ 2 (MCAA)
2% M. aeruginosa 7=/ MC-LR ., 5147 35 41 B () MBI 25 48 . 3] M. aeruginosa A= 4%

K b5 KW, C1-DBPs X ¥ I A 9 1) B PR AL 32 208 TP 0065 R G Mk 3 A Ab i = -,
Cui FFP 5T T MCAA X4 (Scenedesmus sp.) FIBEPERUN, 45 R KW MCAA (/b 1 507 1 A AP 8 4
ML, B A0 I A G HE E T R S AT A LE, 7E MCAA ZEE 1) H (24 h), 4Hff P it 48 3R a (1)
TERERM(P <0.05), XA REE N T B kG AR BTGP — 20 T . BF9E A R 3 MACC 3R
T Scenedesmus sp.BZSFER B, & WA A% BUTH O . X b2 LR BH | CI-DBPs 216117 Scenedesmus sp.H
ARG, XAl REE CI-DBPs 1) il i e £ K i s AL 2 —. BLak, ARS8 LI E 1 i 40 B PN 33 P 4R
(ROS) 7K. 258 BH, 0.8 mg- L' MCAA 4b# 48 h Ji7, Scenedesmus sp.f) ROS 7K . 25 14 i, 2
DNA i, 35| 40 g 1=, DL b 45 5 3 B A0 N s J& MCAA Xt Scenedesmus sp. ) 75 4 AE L]
Z—.

YT RIRKAR T & A ZFh i, 258 Z R FE U 22 55, C1-DBPs 1R AT g 23 5% i 17 W A ) i 7%
MZ5EHE) . Cui 221 P74l T THMs., HAAs Fll HANs X} 3 Fh s si . /NR 3 ( Cyclotella sp.) . M. aeruginosa 1
Scenedesmus sp. FEV& R R . ECsy BY45 RFB, THMs BYBEPEFAC, X 3 Fhf e 69 4= K 30 i R 2 A8
Hid 50%, HAAs B)FEPE R i 22 BOPUSE K 9 35 00 i [ 4R, HAN's X fol 88 A9 2F IS M dRc 5 . DBPs X
3 P 0 B PE R P FR I 5, M. aeruginosa J2 % DBPs fi SR ) W) Fl, Scenedesmus sp. X HANs i 52
PR B 5, 3 AT BB SR DR T A A W R A% A 4 g i g AL A (). EC e SO AL ] A () 28 ILTE : S5 At I X 40 oh
A2 ) 55 — A o B 2 41 0 BE , Scenedesmus sp. AN ILEE (1.7 um) L6 M. aeruginosa(450 nm) 5 J&; H:
K, DBPs il i e AE K — D EHEEHH 2R HOE A RE, 5 AW M aeruginosa # .,
Scenedesmus sp. i SR AR BEE AT V4 BH 1E DBPs A1 A V5 44 Py 3 i 1) 5y — 18 B . b4k, 5 2 (MCAN)
SO T RIS RO A5 4, 7R B 52 T MCAN (8] 52 5+ B XT38 T, Cyclotella sp A 2 3 T %5
M. AR EE MCAA(2 mg L)WM T 3 Rt 19 LL B, M. aeruginosa WEUREIEE] T 70.3%. {HX Fh
S AR AN TTIUR), VE 22 Microcystis W) R0 R J& A8 75 A1 35 19 ©Y, 3 224 o i) X5 ml BB 23 K2 ask >k 19
DBPs fJE A, X $e8 A0 A e T SO sk R r B &, AR R, 15 QKA <, S UK AR A AN
K% 4.

2.1.2 RIKAE SRR

ZIF5E W CI-DBPs Xf /K 2E s 2377 4 1 5 - Melo 451 155 & B MCAA FIl TCAA X KA % 43
FEA 2 AN PEREYE s Cui ZFPY PR T 9 Rl CI-DBPs Xif Kk Y 8 FNBE S £ (g B PE RN, 5 SRR, KEZ 8
CI-DBPs #ifs i 1T R A ik e g, I Hifs e T S apydEE s K5 H 25T

HATXS /KA s ik oy £ B E PR L fA. 2,6-DCBQ & 5 2Bt 5 A Ml P 7 B/ W IER | IR §iA K
R ATRIET, #F— PR ERIX LA REGR S 174-ME — 1 (E2) /KP4 1 35 B O, 55
i fE 5% T 90 mg-L ' Ml 120 mg-L" 1) 2,6-DCBQ B £71% RFEAKH 65% il 44%, Wi A8 42 &5 2] 11% Hl
26%, [F] I} 2,6-BDCQ *J HAAAL L3 (SOD i P T+ ) . I it id %2 1k (MDA 7K ~F- 7+ ) . DNA $ii 13 (8-%%
SN AR S B RGN ) FN A YH T (caspase-3 1 PEHG I Y6 52 001°; 2,6-DCBQ BB H fa.00 I 0 L
21 AN RO, T P AN N A% 4 R e T BE 4, GSH & & . SOD i P . CAT I o4 Fl & it 480 1k RE
(T-AOC) ¥ 32 2| 1 2 4], I ELAEC EFIG b 30 4G 0 2] 545 > F1 1228 4> 22 5 32556 A (DEGs)
FEEETMERGEKT . WG R G T RO NE Y E 0 S5 1 1 B 0 40 10,0432 3% T &
2,5-Z54-1,4-2K1 (2,5-DCBQ) ¥ FE 1) 385 iy AR, 3 v 52 i) 7 S 1 SRS 25 440 B8 S B B, KEGG 45
8735 Ao 2 0 M THC A 32 PACORE BT LRI T3 B ) B IR, 2 W AL i T 2 B 5 e )

A1, Chaves &5 7 A1 B 5 £a IR i A 9 W0 5 16 0F Al T 7 Fp oK 32 48l 9 DBPs /9 3 1%, Horh
CI-DBPs {4 1,1,1- =5 . 7~ &N i Al 3-4-2,2- F - 1N B 5 — 26 245 1l (9 C1-DBPs AH Lb R
T A EEYE. [FIE, Chaves 4617 B I8 1 SCUE AR A2 48 1 C1-DBPs 9 35 B 27 2000, (Y 31 21 X SE B3R 4]
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AAH7R T C1-DBPs XK A AL W R, 46 KR ZHOK A 3 5288 T CI-DBPs nld ik M T8 W0 B 1 k4
LEXE
2.2 CI-DBPs XJffi 4= A= W) 1 # PERL

TN B AL S AN AR S5 45 46, CI-DBPs 7ERHIAI B HA P AT S L 100,
18 o A [ G FLBP 5 (Chinese hamster ovary cell, CHO) 4l i, Wagner %5 £ 2 ¥FA T i3 100 ' DBPs
MIFETE. 75 C A RIBEFE b, CHO 40 th T HAE B IRl rh AR 28 KOT B & kA5 m 33k, Mg/ o 32
LEWFFEXS . [AIF, CI-DBPs X /NEL. 240 75 BN B AT 42 JURURE IR IG S5t 25 7 A BEMERUN (36 3).

% 3 CI-DBPs X fili 2 A= W i 22 AL
Table 3 Toxicity effects of CI-DBPs on terrestrial organisms

ZI YR SURIHEER =) AT 22 3k
Subject species CI-DBPs Toxicology Reference
R -3 - B R A U L 7 AR A 43 [79]
A £ BT 54 - ——
v 5 AR IR Y (0 BRAARSSASFII EL R 20 IR DN A S 7 24 [72]
A WEARANMLIG F7, BmZLRR I S MR CR, VB A 1 [80]
TR R e JHHE AR E iR B, 50 DU B R e, T4 R A 2
L SR b ik L e 9]
§itz£§§ SR AL [76]
vy JEAIIS 3 [75]
75 T BT 1t 2,6- 5H-1,4-FE R 7R DNAH [81]
ZEHN RALR HWAT [17]
NS — IR FEIRR B RIRAR, W WL 50 s [73]

HAijA OC C1-DBPs XAH ) (1) 5E MO B 58475 3E 5 A FR. Ranjan 551 75 20 & F8 4) 1 G (04 i 22 10 5
R, AR YRR e B ER T TCM Ml =& L5 (TCAN) 120 h J5, Ji 31 -2 301 41 A Hh o0 22 31 20 477
PG Yt iAok | YRR | etk i BEL YL (IR AR . B 5 C1-DBPs ¥ B (1 T 5, i e (o fA
WA A8 T Sy o AN, BRI RO | i AR S R PO IR AR A Y . AR 1 ik AR Ak A Tl R
I S A A Al A A 2 S e O

T 20 2= B d E B 8 LA (TARC) 3R WY, 76 ) ) 55 56 vh A 2 6% 9 1E 95 3% W] DCAN F1H fi
CI-DBPs HAT #EMEW : DCAN 2 S 30 NRITFEY 7 RIS /NER H 100 0% 25 A8 PR AV /INE b ik, 58
F 44 mg kg™ DCAN A5 S R AU A0 0 45 9 HL I 25385 hn 17 A8 0 H K35 & L S mm 2k R A= P fig. G ot
45 S B LR R L RN A0 L (.38 o AR AR I P B T =5 1T RS DCAN 1755 i e b (A 453 40 ) AR A
o B A 3 AR DG DCAN A% CHO 248 it AH 1k % €0 LA 2 46 Fpk B B: 40 il DNA B B 284, 3 i it
CHO 21 Jf 34 5 FR R 1202 58 W Ji6 2 8 10 565 — 8] 28 5% TRV B2 i CHBICl, 23 W4 I & 8 37 A A FI 52
e - HL 2 5 S50 {5 - B e,

N F T CI-DBPs 23 38 M5 e 6 . 45 W 0 i 0T JUE o A8 45 il B XU 174, i 20 49 552 3 3% W
CI-DBPs [ @i 3 3 %5 3¢ P/ AT JIE 5 75 75 - 7). Faustino-Rocha %77 ¥£4% T~ CHBr,Cl #il CHBrCl, 5 #2 1) /s
SUR R AT RE R, DL B2 PRl ORI AL Rl 2 A Ak, 25 R 360, SXTREAAA 1L, iR T
THMs 1) /N BUPR &R e 24 i AR 21 2 7K SF B 8 7 &5 (P < 0.05) . 28 R0 1K 43 #7 i 7R, CHBr,Cl Al
CHBrCl, A T RFH 2 Zobr R A= Wy RE meiiG %, 1 FLIG I 7 FFLH 2 rp A9 S A R . X — &5 SR 0 UE T okt
Ty R B i A A4 W 3OfE CHBr,Cl Al CHBrCl, 5 [ 09 2214 B9 VE FH, 34 1 %) C1-DBPs 1E P A A
P Ak, /N R B T DCAA Hil TCAA J5 27 A 12 MR, Hassoun 5505 BF5¥ 3R B C1-DBPs 7£ Tk 5
S48 Ak IV 2 3k b0 P 46 1 E SR AL R . CL-DBPs X 30 4 40 i 7 AR LR B AT T T I Y.
Plewa 2578 Fi| ] CHO 4 fiff 5¢ T ¥ — C1-DBPs B9 3 PR B M, 78 B 1 55 2L 52 56 #4945 0 3] C1-DBPs 41
CAA, —RA _RLIR ., — IR _FHLRE T CHO 0l DNA 5475, 5 5505 2500 Fi /)N BRIk E4 988 41 B ARk
ZARYNML, S BIVEAG T R EEAE— A LW . A B =5 LS5 5 Ff HAcAms /)N B EL % 240
ML Tk 55 4 50 2 A8 g % 1 A8 4k, R IR 5 Fl HAcAms 3 2 90— 8 (9 5L 9 25 (HIX BE oY R 2 3 T2
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SRR DNA 451405, B T3 DNA 45 K58 70 vl DM &2, R B B S50 46l C1-DBPs BE K 75
PRI AN A T e . BRItk 2 b, BETR Z 8 5 e 1S e % N AT, ELSE e A 3R B — | 2% 5% 1 [)
J L R, S SEPRIAEE A M AR 25 S AT e K.
2.3 CI-DBPs Xf A ({52 1 2 P 20

T VAL C1-DBPs X A4 5 30 A B B 45 R, 38 H 25 % J8 C1-DBPs 1Y 2 5 ik 72 . A AR 42 fir
CI-DBPs F 2 i 3 Fhik 42 :( 1)K #E i [ R & CI1-DBPs 7 & (1) 7K; (2) C1-DBPs HA [ ik BBk,
FEWRTE VRV LA B A S0 4 VKT v it DK R o Bk L R 2 I CL-DBPs; (3) CI-DBPs £ % i T 5 ##
K, £ KRR AR 5 Ak K78, NI A CI1-DBPs # Jit. /K & /1 CI-DBPs F 2 # £, AN [F]
CI-DBPs 1 & B . 34k M o Al 5 5% 3k 42 T SO (R 52 i YO [A] (3R 4) . 2 88 PP Al — B2 ik H K
CI-DBPs 5 5 A\ HEfdt B A 7 2% 8 A DI A9 S SRR AR — 1, AR SR T i 45 IV R AR 520

F 4 CI-DBPs % A A5 (9 5 P50
Table 4 Toxicity effects of CI-DBPs on human health

AR MR E S P UN
CI-DBPs Toxicity effects Reference
[ REsE, SN, BeIPRAE, MhERAE BRIE, RSB B R D) RERR Y, <Gl L R AR, 1 B, i
B A e ZL, AR FE R, DNAF AL, O A Se RS, IRIE RS, R R e-mycfl 22,92 - 94]

cjunfImRNAZLIASE I, PRI A2 M
AR, BRI R IE R, AN A, Rt kB, AIIEATPKSF 1%, DNASRIEA, S i da]
KRR SRR SRL A, I IE R E YR R A, ST B MR RS A U, SRR MRS, (17, 25, 75]
LR, L& BB, MEMEBGER, RSO U SE A B, TEPRI b B A TR s SO R
w RN A SRS, RS, AR 0T AR KBS, A HLATEE, A NDNASERIR 26 —27)

AN H A BIFIDNARHG SREAE, 7 A TG AR, SESE R ek, 75 S M & AR [30-31]

KT CI-DBPs 114 4= FE AH A FT #0 2% 8 7 6 B W98 sl 30A 12 3% (191 4n Hh A= UEBH ) B 8 Ak, I
T8 FERFH 7K AT A 2 <7 AR DG R R AR B Bl AR B A AR | RIS Rk I ) 1B S A B 2
FEE DL AL, s PR TCAA ()7 ™). H AT C1-DBPs X A= 58 J7 T (9 52 M A 35 K5 5 = . IR
ZERtla) . A& IREE R L Wi IRLAE RGNS | B RS R E 815 % C1-DBPs % 8 X 2
HOKS T IR 50 FORS T4 BE R B ™; Maclehose 55 i 5% & BRHE A = ¥R B THMs &I A= B fg
715 TEIMMPEAT 09— THU R RS PEAF 98 R W, 43 K0 S Mo 25 H > 75 ng L™ THMs MUK I %, H AR T
77 B XS HE e K07, C1-DBPs B T 5 6 LA KA BB AH S Ah, T A B 3R 1 5 A 4T Uik
SEIRA — SR .

5538 o {7 JR B K L, AR C1-DBPs S 20U R AgE 52 i (149 IXURS: 2 557 15 22 20, 18 2 1F 5% 2 I
VRVE 7K H 1) C1-DBPs 23 5 | 2 IR T8 17 R0 00 5 g, 1 s R P I S JR e S 791 A iR 9% R WA b b
RT3 )l = SN ST R A BP0, — U R SY SR, 5 HAGE B B L, TGS B 5 G 8 e R
o5 R B OO0 S iR R I Wiy R AR HE AR A2 B, R ST A O 1) i R A

Chaves 2504 X H Ri 8 2% B9 A A 32 45 i C1-DBPs 19 % P /E FHHLHIZEAT T 2834, 283 C1-DBPs 4 £
FifE 538 AT PR VE . G0 HANS 7T 55 13 3R 32 145 6 AT S 20 43 I8 35 L 51 HAAs Al 3- 2 1
TP A B (GAPDH) 16 M7 55 b FE AL T B 38 DNA 55 b4k, KEWFSE & 3L CI-DBPs £ % AR 40 it 7=

S0 2,6-DCBQ 43155 Caco-2 41l . JBEEHE 5637 4 M F 35 MGC-803 4t g Y a1 (A 15517 Xu 250
W T24 e AN i 22 5% T 3 F&CIEER (CBQ) J5 & BHL, CBQ 5 # 4 uly XUak 25 it 4804 11 R 25 A 1 Il
DNA AW, 1 5 DNA #5145, i 445 32 B C1-DBPs 1 B X A i e 3 i A F 520, 4R 17 C1-DBPs X
A R B P 25N )V AL 1 AN B A, SI2 56 2= AU ] e AN — 2 A B T 2% C1-DBPs X} AR 2k sk
P PETEE, PR AASE B 82 e AR % KK E 1Y C1-DBPs T, IR 7E SR S B9\ 1] A= W0 RE A g 5 A 37 BF 5%
Hh IR O 0 B 5 £ B R R AR bR AR .

3 CI-DBPs FIB-S TSN (Mixture toxicity effects of CI-DBPs)
H iy X C1-DBPs {9 5 M= %% v i 5% & 2245 vp 78 P2 — CI1-DBPs. 2k 1M, H Ay 78 K K 2 & B
CI-DBPs [/ ¥ —F P N RE 7€ 4 ) M CI-DBPs 1R & ¥ 1 SR 5 1. R EAFIT £ W, A[E CI1-DBPs 1] fig



10 B A5 - T 25 e AR 3 R 7 0 9 A 25 BRI R A R R MM E 5 i 3241

FEAE AN . P R RS BUAOR 00, [A i, % CI-DBPs TR &9 B AR TR & 3R MERON A AF 58 X T 37 7K i
- IDNUIN 9 5 s i R

Stalter 5% X 22 A~ i {8 DBPs fIe-& 3¢ PEuEAT 1 M5, 38 1o ¢ & A1 il ( Concentration addition, CA)
RERITESE T Bl (9 DBPs 2% B ALY . DCAA Fl TCAA JRA Y7755 /N BUF 41 40 914 AL
PO AE IR 7. A, C1-DBPs 14 Bl [F] R4 H0 %00 A7 SCHR iR 3B . Fan 4609 & 31 JCHL DBPs AT Hl
DBPs 41 A 1) — IR A W% CHO 4 i A9 58 2% 1 3 T BRI ZLN . Chen 4697 U %E T 7 # DBPs M H: — 5%
REWXE 1 IRE Q67 Ak i1k, WE<H] DBPs — iR &M W W R &0 . [FIF, Chen 2507 48 Hi 4k &
W 09 BB [ 508 T B B T v B K P RV B L. Melo 252 ] CA Fiih <7 4 FH (independent action, TA) 5
TR A WS B FTEAS, Y T HAAs [ —ICIR S W = TCIR A MR K Z4T T 2 S0t 4%
RFW, CA 1A HAAs oM = el & W 5 RN I il S8 19 7 vk RIS BT, oMl —JoiR &
VI ECso (2 MK F 3 Fl HAAs 15— 50 245 5, JF HIR G WM L 3 Flis— HAAs (3 PR3
i 50% LA B 5N B iR iR T T 208 MR, KoK B R R T HAAs B = JsiR G, 25 R BoR%E =
AR P R B R AL IS AR R B0 Bl 3 T . 53 41, Narotsky 250 974 T 9 Fl' DPBs (& 8515, H
4 Fh THMs(THM4) . 5 #h HAAs(HAAS) F1 9 F DBPs( DBP9, THM4+HAAS) H 1R & W VE F T F344 K
B BT 3 PR A YTE > 613 mol-kg '-d™ B /NI R UT IR, HAAS 7E > 308 mol-kg™'-d ™ Bif 5| e HR S i
W (TCHR . /INHRAE ). SR8, 75 DBP9 AbBRAT, THMs AAFFELT- 0l /> T HAAs 5| B i IR i s i) A& A %6
{HIX P52 DBPs 22 [8] A A ELAE FHBLA i AT 28, Aok i it — 5.

£ CI-DBPs i & 1y % A A (e 52 1) 25 4 5800 7 T8, 7 2 ) 4 A B A HIL 1T Ak 4 (total organic
halides, TOX) ) DBPs H147 50% & A i 1), 1 7E EBEIH EE T, 75% 19 TOX J2& A i 2 1) DBPs. iff 53 5.
— CI-DBPs /A & Ui 5 C1-DBPs VR A 90 (0 B AR AS B AR 500 . BRI, G I3 B 0 14 JEUK SRR T2 A
12 i 149 7K 95 (28 0 ik b AR R K ) P CL-DBPs (1) S AT P4 0 A8 45 31 ok B KR i o 32 I ik
Tt AR SR 7K H A C1-DBPs ELAT FE K 75 1 ol 80 58 45 P50 199, Vaanderen 25000 1] FH LA 528 527 A W
B, AR R -1 Z RSP C-X-C B P LA F 10, C-C B 7 A+ 11 A58 T IF Uk il e v
S TCM, — IR U Bt A R — S ot 5 PR IR0, (AN 2y ) 22 B) 7 OG 3R, & BT A 42 fik THMs 5
TERE AR IC A A9 20 B R A AL R 22 (R IE M G, CL-DBPs YA -5 W H A LA A9 Z A
FELEAR M. Wright S50 IF 58 3R B ACA O VA B 19 22 LS 4 Fh THMs AHC, {H—Fp THMs 2 B4 S
SO Lo I BB AT 2, IR TR — 5T

ULk, REE K 5 CI-DBPs Y B A RSN 2 R AFFE A DG, Zeng S50 iF 55 6 B, S AL 82 )5
9 7K 07 AR A BT AR Y KCSFAE 1 AR T 7 B XS R B b R R AT, BT A R
CI-DBPs [HFp A& B, 8 25 F KK T C1-DBPs 144 (1 AR 8. TR, 7EWFSY C1-DBPs (19354
RN IS, I 2K B 5 PR 2 2 SRR

4 BEEFEE (Conclusion and prospects)

KA T EE RS, A2 A 1 CI-DBPs il i i5 K | AUA BEHE A BREE, H 175 GG BLEOR iE
ToIENE LB, AT B T 2RI5 0, XK A A R B 7 2 — R BB PR8N, o — S AT
RYY5 ey H 3 B RO A 45 . OB BRI A 7 77, 500 7K A S ) Bk RE T , 450403 TR AL )
MG RGERRE & 4540, 3500 5 4 (B A RE | R ERIE | O K I Ak B IR 245 Qs
CHO i KL | 755 DNA SEWTRL, 51 %/ BUS & P DNA 4500 . B 4n a3 g | 75 S AT IS AL
Y3, W Z BWRE , BRI ME —BEAE 5 00 B 2L s QR N 28 B, T8 B I 2 R e L
Je G b B MR L, s S, ol i ek e B A S, S VAR Bl AR S, L0 LA SE R
P (I AR | iR JLIRIE FUR B IR G2, JRIE T 2K, it KUK 555 @CI-DBPs IR & 1) 237 A 4
T, BRI RS AL

FIH, 47 5¢ CI-DBPs 142 &5 55 PRV A 5810 AL T 00 G B B, ARk N EL R JLAST5 s i 53 (1)
CI-DBPs 282, HAL 7254 | AL I i B8O B2 2%, & T REMERSON B LML OB i AN 8 70
G, FHSCHIL 5 B — 248 5T 5 (2) TEiR & #— CI-DBPs i /& CI-DBPs 1A )0 A4 25 R 58 A1) 24
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ROV RIFSE R ZAE 5250 % T e, B S8 46 vh 7 A e ek, JF HL S 00 B v T SEBR BREE 25, AR T i S B
PEE R BRI R SE; (3) HRTAYBFTE R 25 P e — 28 2 A il i) CI-DBPs, 1Ml AR 3 & il ) CI-DBPs 71 i
S i AT . R I3 X AR 3248 1 ) C1-DBPs BTEERNLIFSE; (4) %] CI-DBPs 1A 1 B9 BEE AL 14
ARIEA T . Herp—> B A E M X B U] i F1 CL-DBPs 1 ECs, fERAG TR 2% IR S 1 10
SRR e F A 40 i R PR AR S © A Y CI-DBPs $H5 1Y, {H i HA ke 184> TOX Y 4 i 25 1%. A 1,
% 18 J5UK H CI-DBPs R 5 WY SRS M AR W B2 Y5 (5) Hi T C1-DBPs AT RETE /K AR BRI A= W) fA v
R R f A AR, AT A ETAS CL-DBPs 1 [ i R 16 ™ 10 1) 22 MR8
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