%1 R RHRBZEY ™ L F ¢ PCDD/Fsk &

o ) = n /%fi -%“]\i_é—%/%fg N
S B e e ~ < fk
el R (pg/Nm?3) (pg I-TEQ/Nmd) ¥
Buck and
E4 ~ ~|
Germany 7t €% 8.6 (5.1~15) 0.14 (0.05~0.16) Kirschmer, 1986
0.81
3R Fe -
3 R (0.27-1.4) Kaupp, 1996
m™E T 0.025-0.070 .
P -
" 0.070-0 35 Fiedler., 1996
Hiester et al.,
Essen, Dortmund 6.7 (3.2~9.9) 0.09 1997
e 0.021
HRFLNTE :
¥ %iﬁ P o ? 0.018 Wallenhorst et
FIE T - 0.056 al. 1997
EE 0.083 N
HMEAAREERR 0.062
. Eitzer and
3R .8 (0.74~ . -
USA Bloomington(%® %) 1.8 (0.74~12) 0.025 Hites,1989a
Wisconsin(# % ) 29 (15-44) | 0.058 (0.03~0.1) Ha”igsggt al,
. 6.9 Hunt and Maisel
IR E T . .008~1. '
Connecticut(3* ¢ %) (0.24~18.9) 0.11 (0.008~1.9) 1990
. Harless et al.,
North Carolina 1.8 (0.72~4.6) - 1992
Smith ea al.,
New York State 3.9 - 1992
S 0.45 White and
AR Fe
Mississippi (3% %) (0.29~1.0) Hardy, 1994
Ohio(3 ¢ %) 6.2(1.2~30) | 0.081(0.016~0.21) R'gil;gé al.
Phoenix(2s ¢ %) 26.6 (9.9~52) | 0.25(0.09~0.45) | Huntetal., 1997
ltal Milan ¥ ¢ % (8 ) 3.4 (2.8~4.1) i Benfenati et al.,
y Milan 3% ¢ % (R F) 7.7 (5.9~9.2) 1994
MR LT 0.022~0.125
(0.0654)
XEHCFERZIERR i 0.144~0.337 Stefano et al.,
(0.230) 2004
CUhT RS T R 0.010~0.067
JaJR K B 2 AT R B (0.0277)
Brescia(1 % %) 216 (1.8~2.7) | 0.044(0.04~0.05) A”d;%algt al,
. £ R 1 ERE MR
Spain %fgﬂ?pi;‘ - 0.28 Abad et al., 1997
RUFLE LR 2
LB RABFR : 0.26 Abad et al., 1997
P E
?5’3 €% 0.013
HMEFLRRBERR 0.063
A RCHIT 2N - 0.05 Abad et al., 1997
HC R RS 0.55
FRIEZEH RS 0.08~0.52
Catalonia(2 #* %) i 0.018~0.954
Catalonia(i% ) 0.005-0.125 | Abadetal, 2002
. 0.00356 .
FE LY 1% _
Catalonia(# i g % %) 0.0101 Lolita et al, 2015
Barcelona(3 7 4 i“ % % %) - 0.600~0.800 Abad et al., 2004




o . kR FHEEER —
* b B {373 - <> b
ek ¥ (pg/Nm?) (pg I-TEQ/NmM®) [E
Lisbon(k-si. 4 1+ % % %) : 0.130-0.400 | CoUThO St
Australia Sidney(¢" ¢ ¥) 3.7~15 0.016~0.062 Taucfgggt al.
Eagel Farm(#:7 ) - 0.0061~0.042 M“';%roest al,
China Dalian(3% ¢ %) - 0.41 (ND~1.8) Wang et al.,2011
Lugiao(it ©* %4 % &) 223~280 3.18~3.43 Wen et al.,2011
) 0.514(0.156~1.44) Zhang et
ALY -
AR 0.345(0.158~0.648) al. 2014
e R 0.445~13.6 0.0300-1.03 Zhiuang et
UK Manchester(% ¢ %) 17 (ND~62) |  0.41(ND~18) D“Z?;Pfg’;iso“
Jones and
Cardiff(3% ¢ ¥) 8.7 0.19 Duarte-
Davidson, 1997
1.1~3.6 0.015~0.044 Lonmann et al
Lancaster(ix /% # %) 18 0.32 2000 N
7.9 0.1
WE - 0.004~0.119 -
:
Greece Thessaloniki( % %) : 0.002~0.178 Kouimtzis, 2000
Athens Mandalakis et
Geayr B2 3mER) 0.167-0.702 i al., 2002
Belgium Flanders(#1 ¢ %) . 0.1 (002-038) | ‘VeVEeetal
Japan Kobe(#" ¢ %) 9.0 (0.1~51) - '\;"ﬂ(iggg t
Matsuyama(¥s ¢ %) ( 4.21?2%_7) 0.16 (0.08~0.28) | Seike etal., 1997
Tokyo(3t ¢ %) 0.45
Yokohama(3® ¢ %) i 0.54 Oguracetal.,
Tsukuba(3"s ¢ ¥ ) 0.26 2001
Ehime(2% ¢ %) 0.16
T 0.01~1.4(0.55)
Rk % B i 0.4~0.75(0.58) Japan 2002
BT 0.14~0.80(0.47)
PR 0.01~1.4(0.55)
Nagova 18.7 i Kadowaki and
9oy (13.5~32.3) Naitoh, 2005
) % (% ~
Hong kong jz g ;F E% i; - 00622 8335 Sin et al., 2002
P i . ~VU.
PBRE RS R - 0.056~0.169 Tung et al, 2005
A Y B R
South €T R - 0.071~1.161 Oh et al, 2001
Korea 1%F%
56 0.617
1% 0.269 0.28 Sun etal., 2011
3 % 0.145
Turkey Kocaeli(1 % %) 0.0233~0.563 Bakozg(;g:t al,
<) 3ee 9.72 0.654
Korea ¢ ) ‘FTST* 4.45 0.272 Park et al., 2002
| 3] 1.38 0.102
1 ERD AT R E P 5.36 0.195 Kim et al., 2005




kR

ARy ERRE

* kb B v 32 < R
HRE B ¥ (pg/Nm?) (pg I-TEQ/NmM®) [E
I PP R F Y 7.46 0.235
24 > 2
a SRR Y i 4.79 0.301
529
- o Jeong-Eun et al.,
;rsg T AT Y - 0.22~1.16 2006
Suwon - 0.200~0.505
Anyang - 0.204~0.382
Ansan - 0.628~1.19 .
Seongnam : 0.079~0.135 Kim etal., 2007
Bucheon - 0.342~0.348
Siheung - 0.531~0.567




%2 R RRBEIT R

% % ¢ PCDD/Fs 5 €

Ay LRA

3 7',;&1 fi’\:’ L o) ska < —J%
B B ¥ 32 1o 4 FE5E (ng 1-TEQ/kg) ff
. Catalonia 8% ¥-3% - Schuhmacher et al.,
Spain Wi R B grass + weed | 0.15 ~62.09 (4.11) 1997
Catalonia #8 7 £ 3& - ;
F 17
R T B Fo ¥ 0.07 Lolita et al, 2015
Catalonia & # 3R Boutelova Schuhmacher et al.,
y BAE 1 38 1 0 gracilis | ©-%4122(061) 1998
Schuhacher et al.,
¥R 0.32~2.52 Domingo et al., 2000
iR R Fo ¥ 0.2 Domingo et al., 2001
+ X0 ‘ .
Cata'on'aﬂ? jﬁf AR Koy 0.57 Domingo et al., 2002
Bame'onzmié’f R o 0.22~1.2 Domingo et al., 2002
AT R % R (1996) ¥ 0.15~62.09 Abad et al., 2002
AT R % B (1997) ¥ 0.11~0.5 Abad et al., 2002
==
l. ff - 0.46 Schuhmacher et
w a1 0.33 al.,2004
LS4 % 0.54 "
Setubal peninsula - 2.341-15.185
Portugal AR REERR v (8.8) Augusto et al., 2007
EF 0.07
FoaE 0.13
Japan - vg 2 0'01 Nakagawa et al., 2002
L E |
. 0.01
Chingentsuai
Saitama 19.9~72.1(44.65)
(3¢ %) 28.7~71.4(45.83)
<A PR B 2 P ARE | 10.0~49.2(23.49) Nakao et al., 1998
<A RBEERS 1.40~20.5(10.95)
FRE
S LBRIERERE) 8.24
< ER(¥ g]Ers—;;) 5.83
Korea k(P A Frs'ri ) AR E 2.72 OK et al.,2002
LR(LE89) 4.50
AVE(FRE) 0.62
AR 2 R 0.62~26.88(5.5) Ok et al., 2002
B Welsh ray .
UK R e grass 0.57 Kjeller et al., 1996
Luxembourg AR 0.9~4.1(1.6)
- B
o F 0.6-0.8(0.7) Eurpoean POPs Expert
g 0.28~1.1(0.7) Team, 2002
Ray grass
it 0.12~0.26(0.19)
Canada in(éugb_%c 3 0.07~0.77(0.31)
? Quepbec TR Germain et al., 2001
e S 0.46~2.21(1.29)
(3h g %-12 ")
- Solidago 0.13~0.91 (0.44)
Poland Warsaw 38 % Poaceae 0.21~3.18 (1.3) Gworek et al., 2013




B B

1o 4 fEaE

APFTEERR
(ng I-TEQ/KQ)

é}]?e

Sweden

fe

0.19~0.45 (0.32)

Annika et al., 2010




%3 R* 7 FEBEHFELT 2 EY PCOD/FsE £

kR

by LRA

S 7»’ | iﬁ fpi’\:’ > Ek
el e (ngkg) | (g I-TEQIkg) f
Spain %5 TR PR - 0.69~11.4(2.245) Jimenez et al., 1996
A E : 1.22~34.28(12.24) SChhmiggg etel.
i . 022-5.80(1.08) | Scnhmacheretal,
1999
B o i 0.11~3.88(1.17) Schhmacher et al.,
1999
i 1.22-34.28(12.24) Schhmacher et al.,
Barcelona + 4] # i* fu B2 5 % & 2000
- 0.41~121.46(7.09) Domingo et al., 2002
Lk e Schhmacher et al.,
A YpiE TR - 0.14~0.75 (0.37) 2002
EHENE 0.67~2.24(0.88)
< 3] ffft R 0.54~0.78(0.52)
TEHCREERS - 0.68~3.98(0.97) Eljarrat et al., 2000
<A R RS 1.01~4.9(1.19)
S A R TR S 11.85~54.23(14.41)
A . 133~54.23(1447) | SOnmacheretal.
Tarragona #7741 2+ (1996) 0.27~2.23(0.68)
Tarragona #% i* gz % 7 (1996) i 0.22~5.80(1.08)
Tarragona # i i * % (1997) 0.11~3.88(1.17) Abad etal., 2002
Tarragona # i* gz % % (1999) 0.15~4.89(1.20)
LEF 0.45-2.65 Schuhmacher et
[ERpE AR 1.31 al. 2004
AL w® 0.16 B
Barcelona LA R E R i 349 Schuhmacher et al.,
3= ' 2006
17 R 5 1= ML R, B A
Catalonia F”::;% g1 R R R - 0.63 Lolita et al, 2015
i R EEn 2 BEF 0.7~1.5(0.973)
EEHCEE R LT ] 1.1~1.4(1.27)
Italy L T 0.08~1.2(0.587) Stefano et al., 2004
G&%iﬁ“&%@
Turkey Kocaeli 1 ¥ % 12.6~417 0.40-4.26(0.76) Bakoglu et al., 2005
Rk ¥ 0.00067-110(6.8)
A 0.057-33(5.40)
Japan ¢ o) AR - 0.022-61(5.6) Japan ,2002
T RER 0.13-6(1.7)
R 0.00067-110(6.2)
- St 814~9704 8.9~159 (53.62)
Korea 1 ERR :}n ;g, X RET B 121400 3720 Im et al, 2002
2R -PEREINFE 35~1476 0.2~29.3 (7.3)
l#)&ﬁ#ﬁl“ﬁﬁ?\:[’\ 1163 77.9
I OEBR AT R 66.3 1.158
052
I EBRR P TR E 25.9 1.43 Kim et al., 2005
13202
1R PR 41.0 1.22
432
UK Byker 2 T B % B - 0.55~13.10(1.20) Pless-Mulloli et al.,




oy . kR FPFEER .
F B B = > ik
el fil (ng/kg) (ng I-TEQ/Kg) f
2002
US.A Ohio(# i+ ygig iT ¢ ) - 10 and 356 Lorber et al.,1996
Oroville(X I # BB 52 %) 0.41~45 0.62~14(4.8) Harnly et al., 2000
Midland Country(3% %) - 5.8~338(124.1) Ruby et al, 2002
Tittabawassee river(# ¥ % H Hilscherova et al.,
5 & g lid) 102~53600 4~1980 2003
Maldives Developed and : 0.01~49.3 Colombo et al, 2014
undeveloped areas
. Aluoi Vally _ Dwmychuk et al.,
Vietnam (AR ) 4.9~360 (122.56) 2002
18~55
Netherlands A iE ER - 13~252 De Jones et al., 1993
3~23
Ausralia Queensland(3® %) - 0.72~2.40 Gaus et al., 2001
Queensland(x % %) i 2.06
Queensland(4 & 6.4 % ) 165 Prange et al., 2002
Brazil HCH 5 4 % - 13900 Braga et al., 2002
HCH 74 %% & - 0.47~2.08
China ¥ R AP REBRE 85~1279 0.65~6.07 (2.54) Lietal., 2012
AR E R 2.41~88.7 0.520~3.40 Zhiguang et al.,2016
Sweden 38 T - 2~580 Annika et al., 2010
Poland 3R T - 0.04~27.3 Gworek et al., 2013




