Underestimafing BPA levels
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BPA: A wide range of adverse effects




BPA: Is the rodent a good model?
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BPA Metabolism: Monkey studies
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MOUSE vs MONKEY
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MOUSE vs MONKEY
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PREGNANCY ALTERS BPA METABOLISM
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BPA
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Indirect Direct
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Underestimating BPA:

® Human exposure levels Risk assessment?

® Epidemiological studies Accuracy?

e Indirect analysis Other EDCs?




