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After analyzing the 381 test cases from ideal, real, and same concentration
09, scenarios, the percent benefit of using the top 15 HCNs did not provide a
Methods B substantial difference in comparison to using the top 10 HCNs. When
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- - = = incorporating the 15-HCN method, it produced a very small or equal change in

benefit percentage as opposed to the 10-HCN method.

Test Cases

The CMM dataset consists of 3,000+ chemicals, in which up to 10 HCNs are listed Figure 2: Realistic scenario test cases comparing the percent benefit using
for each chemical. This poster presents a study showing how the use of the top 15 10 HCNs vs 15 HCNs

HCNs rather than just the top 10 HCNs may affect CMM results. 361 chemicals from
the CMM data set were provided with an enhanced set of HCNs. These chemicals are
used in our 127 test mixtures. Each test mixture is examined using three different C On CluSi Oll
concentration scenarios: ideal, real, and same, giving a total of 381 test cases. The

ideal scenarios assign the same HI to each chemical, the real scenarios use actual
laboratory data, and the same scenarios assign each chemical the same concentration.
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