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f5l40 DNA M8 fitmi i 2 > RHBMHETERALLE [2]
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BATR IR  KAEM A F RS THA R/ AF
R AR A B A o KA A o M 3 (Scenedesmus sp. )
Foi# i (Lemnasp.) # fgiZ 3o/B R e Aldh 54 ko b B % T f
B ARRERBBETRETEHBR

KA AR 4 X BB A #i(chemostat) % S 4738 % 4R
R B E A WA A BBSER SR A E RS
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2006 FEHEMEYRET S RERHEMT 28 % 0 ERP
e 42 % [3] - Rt > hodbRiZMAE AT » FRERIHNIEIR
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Resistance Action Committee ) 2 548 % > ERE ¥ A~B mfEk ¥
B ATRGFEENE - TRBHRER R ABRANKEEGHEERE
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Fig 1.3.1 Flow chart of this study.
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(=) ¥4z s #Es% 188 (acetyl CoA carboxylase » ACCase)
9B 3

A B B3 G s ACCase #9751 o FAET 4 B A &R AS B
Bt T B tm sy do T AR

(a) Aryloxyphenoxy-propionate. ( AOPPs )

Il AOPPs "B 4508 6Uis 7 603 X, do o A7 B P4 3
BB NEN e g R e N &k & B EA
(de-esterified ) FmR =l LA-B.0.55845.69 B » #4o diclofop-methyl
9% . diclofop-acid T B8 & L HLANBW - 2 s 8 Rk ¢
BEAAEOEARR b3 EANEEILER
(hydroxylation ) 4% i #E B % 4 R /&M AL o 2R M > fEALR HEBY
KRR PR B A 64 BR & Ak BS &) B % (ester glucoside ) 3t
& F @Mk B A M F o B (phytotoxic acid) % pg M ¥k 89 45
E - Beynen e al. S| R ELER T EGHMBRAANERN >
diclofop-methyl & 18 % L ahizMir Boess > B FBAEMAE -

% — 7 @ » diclofop-methyl & K 2 £ 3E &y ¥/t 45 M 38 o e
FEXIEFAOEEAES > Glao ¢ LIEF BT 4 F RpHE T F
[6] ; AL B EABR K > Bl R - RiFomA2aHE
HBAEA B E % A5 7 {2 1Fdiclofop-methyl £ 3R F &9 5% 8 & R A5



MR RIE I o Groveretal. [T EmEREALELE S

( Saskatchewan ) P 2f & & 2R 6y M35 4T B 2 5% 95 a9 148) »
B diclofop-methyl & [% #2 & #pdiclofop » HJE A 4t [F £0.27-3.47
ng/L > B Pr4h k4% oY thfs) 1 198754946 % » £ 198985 €, % 1%
95 % 5 hE RBURTSHHILAERR E A > ST RARR KR EME - K
RAAFFEE (maximum acceptable concentration ) %9.0 pg/L

[8] °
(b) Cyclohexanedione (CHDs )

CHDs & #7 273 /& FA B[ AOPPs 4 6360 > 55 —H &
Jo iy Ak b BAE o (BB A Al e it i BALE A B
AACAET Fo 0 F 64 & A B iR bR AT AR BB 4R ¢

Couderchet and Retzlaff [9] =& CHDs ¥ &) sethoxydim & #|
Btafo it ATPase ®91ER - {2 E FA & e H MR iR ba g
i[5 (apoplast) B4k » i sethoxydim & %= fg 7 834K pH 8938 35
T o B ART T AR 5 ARBERY 7 @) #5 ) 0 4% sethoxydim B
AR ME H & B IRIAFR F it - F sethoxydim EA
ezt e R AW AR RS pH MA@ K
ZAEAEABE o B —1848 E4E R A& 69 E F| cycloxydim »
Hassan et al. [1014% Fr8& 3% ( Trichogramma cacoeciae ) % % 1x
cycloxydim &) ZJZERABF ET > TREFH A 24 ) 8F 0 35
cycloxydim #7736y 4+ KL BA R & £ 3 H 0y HH -



(=) LB, S %88 (acetolactate synthase) &7& M

ERAEAMKHE AT ALS B R o)1 0 AT LA
( branch-chain amino acids ) — & B¢ B (leucine ) ~ & & Bk B
(isoleucine ) ~ #a Bk (valine) 894 mAERA 23] T3 > #2453
Mt ey 5 R A A RBRREZ B 6 Mgk [11]5 R EALZE
W T BT BAE

(a) #iB&jk#%#2 (Sulfonylurea)

(b) =icedetkERr 4R (Imidazolinone) .

(¢c) =wdeForia (Triazolopyrimidine )

(d) “BezmaK R+ Eﬁé ( Pyrimidinylthiobenzoate )

(e) %k A Ao BE = ¢9kEF (Sulfonylaminocarbonyl-triazolinone )

LA BBy AT 0 RER KM B HEEKF 4 (sulfonylurea) F&
B o ZAFEA 3 (Du Pont) # 1970 24X P 47 B2 s sh e PR B 8] > 1982
4 Ciba-Geigy 2> 8] JF &N SLEAPR E B 94 T4F - £ 1980 £ 2R g
A 2T R 580 K&K 375 #rk 2R RIS B R [12] -
BiER IR FIAR BB R — AR B AR E R RORER TG
YRR RN RE B Y AR RILAG M EARBRGFEE [13] BbiE
R E BRI R ER - £ 6 RMER L bR FE Bl o iRR 1%
( imazosulfuron ) ~ %, % [& ( bensulfuron-methyl ) & & & %



( pyrazosulfuron-ethyl ) » KR35 AWK @ ey E IR -

ERARBGKEFRREREABAAFYRERS CARK T RIER
MEGREBCEEA SN FEARRELRER - BX - HEENED
@A 7RG e BB 15 £ [14, 15] - Hartnett ef al. [16] & Grossmann et al. [17] 24
KA AT R 0 AR 1.0 UM AR B BIR B BRRE a4 RUE R &K
HRERRBOAEAR S MASLEHL B ARKE T LAER T €169 HHF
[18-20] o

able 2.1.2 A ©
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Table 2.1.1 Classification of herbicides

HRAC group Mode of Action Chemical Family Herbicide CAS no.
A Inhibition of acetyl-CoA Aryloxyphenoxy-propionate Clodinafop-propargyl  105512-06-9
carboxylase Diclofop-methyl 51338-27-3
Fluazifop-p-butyl 79241-46-6
Propaquizafop 111479-05-1
Quizalofop-p-ethyl 100646-51-3
Cyclohexanedione Clethodim 99129-21-2
Cycloxydim 101205-02-1
Tralkoxydim 87820-88-0
B Inhibition of Sulfonylurea Bensulfuron-methyl 83055-99-6
acetolactate synthase Chlorsulfuron 64902-72-3
Cinosulfuron 94593-91-6
Cyclosulfamuron 136849-15-5
Halosulfuron-methyl ~ 100784-20-1
Metsulfuron-methyl 74223-64-6
Primisulfuron-methyl ~ 86209-51-0
Rimsulfuron 122931-48-0
Imidazolinone Imazamox 114311-32-9
: Imazethapyr 81335-77-5
Trizaolopyrimidine Flumetsulam 98967-40-9
Pyrimidinyl(thio)benzoate Pyrithibac-Na 123343-16-8
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Table 2.1.2 Physical and chemical properties of herbicides

. Vapor Pressure* Henry's Constant Wa‘tejr M. W.
HRAC group Herbicide 3 Solubility* Log P Molecular Formula
(Kpa) (atm - m”/mol) (g/mol)
(mg/L)

A Clodinafop-propargyl 3.20E-09 2.76E-09 4.00 3.90 349.75 C17H13CIFNO4
Diclofop-methyl 4.67E-07 1.97E-06 0.80 4.62 341.19 C16H14CI1204
Fluazifop-p-butyl 3.31E-08 6.22E-07 2.00 4.50 383.37 C19H20F3NO4
Propaquizafop 4.40E-13 3.06E-12 0.60 4.60 443.89 C22H22CIN305
Quizalofop-p-ethyl 2.60E-10 7.40E-11 0.40 4.28 372.81 C19H17CIN204
Clethodim 3.55E-10 1.16E-11 11.90 4.21 359.92 C17H26CINO3S
Cycloxydim 1.00E-08 9.52E-12 40.00 1.36 325.47 C17H27NO3S
Tralkoxydim 3.71E-10 2.41E-10 5.00 4.46 329.44 C20H27NO3

B Bensulfuron-methyl 2.80E-15 3.78E-15 120.00 1.80 410.41 C16H18N407S
Chlorsulfuron 3.07E-12 3.90B-15 28000.00 2.00 357.78 C12HI12CIN504S
Cinosulfuron 9.23E-14 5.24E-15 120.00 2.04 413.41 CI15HI9N507S
Cyclosulfamuron 2.20E-08 5.38E-07 0.20 2.05 421.43 C17HI9N506S
Halosulfuron-methyl 3.67E-13 9.62E-16 15.00 -0.02 436.83 C13H17CIN6O7S
Metsulfuron-methyl 3.33E-13 1.32E-16 9500.00 2.20 381.37 C14HI5N506S
Primisulfuron-methyl 1.83E-12 1.39E-12 B0 241 468.34 C15H12F4N407S
Rimsulfuron 1.51E-09 6.42E-10 10.00 0.29 431.45 C14H17N507S2
Imazamox 1.68E-12 9.15E-19 4410.00 0.73 305.34 CI15HI9N304
Imazethapyr 2.87E-12 1.04E-~16 1400.00 1.49 289.34 C15HI9N303
Flumetsulam 3.71E-13 247E-13 49.00 0.21 327.31 C12H11F2N502S
Pyrithibac-Na 4.80E-12 2.27E-17 728000.00 0.60 348.74 C13HI0CIN2NaO4S

* measured at 25°C

Log P : FFEE-K 5Btk 3L
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2.3 RZBENE RS
231  REh# N

RNEBRYAER 8 A ¥ % (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) & »> 4 %
(Chlorophceae ) » H45 A B fmfe ~ AR ERHE - RELY  — K=
B 5 240-60 um’ -

SR oy B B A 29 845 umi/cell B & 8 47 10-20 pg/cellz f > 4%
KBt RARAZXAR . FIUBARTE  BEHARIFRS -
REME -RHHBER L ERYE  TTURSLEE  ABEREBRETHRA
B RAEE T gF B Sh B H AR A 4 e R U [21]

232 HREEERRER

B ATAZ B3R Eh F R R AT A E M RERAE  aiE 0 AU T m
HFi(—) (=) sy (=) Fhat () mi > EFA Y
BEA MR Y > RBEMRBREE SRR AEESENHAE A8 d
Al N

(1) kBB > BRBER A AL BANRWERE - (24T LA
AR AR S SRR Z AN RGE  RERE
MEARLERREERMN -

ok

(2) m AR RARBRBAFEAAMBERNER SEEMAELSE -
() YL ER B AT RRABLL > R RBR AR EHE - R BB TY
RERF Ik
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(4) ELRARE R 0 R RBRMAE L LA M ERRTS -
S) R BHFMRBRBEFHNEREITRR > HRRABRFHEECRELEHR
BA ALY BBRBRAEXINNEFHPRRTLHZIBE -

233 #HEAXAFBRFERR

RBHFERRT AR EEARE - BATCAHNIREERHAFMT
B 0 KEB R X RImF & - AT BAE -
(a) U.S.EPA : T Fresh water algae acute toxicity test |
(b) OECD : I Algal growth inhibition test guideline |
(c) ISO : T Water quality-algal growth inhibition test |
(d) APHA : T Toxicity testing with phytoplankton "
(e) ASTM : T Standard Guide for Conducﬁng Static 96h toxicity tests with

microalgae |

iE S AR R 0 AR H R 0k AR 2 R MU A E B HE R K
B HMTH L BARBLREFTEMBERG S RAY LA RE 2R H
— AL F e AR EAT FHELE T REH R (nitrogen) RHh
(phosphate ) » Z A% KB ¥ &) RIS R E S R A LAEHT - Rk X%
MREBAMRELARENAEARRET AL AAENETRABETIARBH
MAEFTIRE 0 TR BRRXI KM E RS - AT REOHARK
B B G G ERR BN RRZAARN [22] R ERE S BT K
PR AL EN LT AR ARG - RARRET R RREX
FEXHAR B BAMRARRZAER -
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234 FEMARmh %

RBRBR TR RABRTAEEMET B Tox AKX, #
RERA "EFHAX | MREBRNE c MAAMRERAKRBEARATUR G E
BESIRERER > mEIREHRZ B BF BEREA BRI E R
AR T AR A A IR AT A > SRR > €L RRERTHREE
REWR - MR FHAMNRESRILEEMBER 2 AL ALE BB
& RATE 2R LBR S (u A E 23 ho headspace ) -

Brack and Rottler [2313%5F T — B B RE SR EMH A% kA ER
M3 BB AR > R IRAA M B EH 0 RliE A HCO;/CO5™ 4 7
i o Kuhn and Pattard [24, 25120 & (Scenedesnus subspicatus) 2 8] 3% 4 %8 3
AT B MRS R B e AR R T B s R 0 345 E B
B IR BEAS 48 /NP N R SRR @i R E R 945 % o Glaassi and Vighi [26]
A — F B X LIRS LT TR PSR e EERE > B
SR — % AAPBT W At R R S 4 LB o1 - AR —18 2 2
FZEHER > & PRRZRMET00 ZH » B ey N F] A Feh A% M I
R#Z COy» B REZ MR RBMRERYE 2R T HEEDE
BB EAER FAI R & A ERAF AR T &9 REE - Herman ef al.
2718 T e & 0b3A 405 » £ 832 125 B RP PHATRER > ¥ P850 &
FaRERER T Rhe T 0.4% NaHCO; MAF AR Tt 69 55 R > B ) B B2 A0 3k B
iR HE b2 R (headspace) X iR JE » 3EEARE &% K ] - Mayer et. al.
[28]R45 4 #£ K 4 headspace X %2 ZE X IR T A & AFRLEREHA
BB EG TR K
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235 % H XBODJK 3 8 & M 8k

FEPR (203114 R 8 g 48 ~ K& AR AE (Microtox ) tbix » %A
FHRBRHELRE BA RIFOMRE - KM A RDOGEREN R E > M
HEHEMARMAERBREZENEZRAZ > ATR TP RBRLOKAHARX 4
% Bv LR R EHIRHER > S eEAEEEA KD FE ZRK
&AL B9 F T -

Huang [32]#] A i£ 4& X 8932 % F /A B 515 A BOD#R » 4 & i T48/\iF
# 3tk X BODSR # 48 438 | #9358 7 7% 0 &8 #4300 mleyBODJ, -
HFERE B ARB N RREN I ABODANS BERETFH  BEEAEN
FMH T — &I oA B m e R s A B B R R B
WA HIET SRR R A i B8 R R B SR  GER
RE T EBEA RPN TRE AETRAE T AANERLE w0 &
BERBZ RN B R BRI B SRR B R
FEREBRABOHSHS BRUERFEJ AR HRE T TR AR
;}i °

AR REAALFRAX e REFLRR L > HEtda (aldehydes)
[33] ~ By 48 (chlorophenols ) [34] ~ X% #8 (anilines ) [35] ~ X ( benzenes )
[36] ~ kx4 (alkanes) [37] ~ E2#a (alcohols) [37] ~ &=#a (ketones) [37]
B AE48 (nitriles) [38]% A RATEIPHX R > MREH LA AR BFER
BRI REARAFHOAR LEA REER [36] - sboh > UATE
HAERRBEENFMHRE > KEER LBERTKZTEREEGY [39,40] 0 &
HREAEMXRR T ER P EARBERE AIARER (AESER
B~ Fifithmip s ®AE - Ak FA) [42] ©EBERT A FRILKRES
MBH B SRR E 0 B AR ARG Bl Ak 89 3B A RIFAEA - BSE

16



2.3.6 RAKEZFR

— %R E MR 2 AZE Ik 0 )40 U.S. EPA [43] ~ OECD [44] ~ ISO
[45] ~ ASTM [46] ~ APHA [47]% 73X Bh 402505 > Bl B RMEWAME &
(biomass) - MERMAME ERABAO T ERA T A2 E > L E
BRENTH > BELEBRANTR A —LHBEERAME 9T
o Ble T EFREEGTERE T ARBERIES ) 5 ZHRARAES
T RABESEME VRR B ROEREY > HAA YL T
A RAFegia B (48] FB 5 0 £ Kk &E (growthrate), 4. — A& FALA Z
by BE 53 > 22 % 149, 501% & 547 I1SO’s ting tests Box $05 > 450l A 4
EERAERRAHRMETR A RFEH BCoES T — 4 -

7 5k — (BB R ES & Al IR AR 8y A B B K TR A AL
AR B 5 *Ei%zba T R B R AR > A4 o Hostetter 78
B —2ERKPERARIERER Y ko RRFEEE —_+tw ) \oF> B A
YARaphidocelis subcapitata ( B % 3% ) A\ a) TR FHER > §— &
S BHRBIMAIMRER > RBEXFAORETCHRFMERD
BEMRA [51] -

BRAEU LGRS A REA N EE ARR T AL AW R&E
& (final yield) ~ & & % (growthrate) REZE A E 4 2 (ADO) % /F %18
RERGY R EAREE > b33 = # R B K ZE R B B ey SR B
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=~ RAEH
3.1 E—HHaX

3.1.1 HERERB

EXBREMZB EMMEERAT  FIBERRRTZIE>E K
EZHEMMERERS Weh il fh > MBI AREREMG > ZChomhiEAN
AN F o R H# 4 K ERER 1R (Dose-response relationship ) » # ¥
XehBAEMEE > YAHREST 5t o EBRBEA 2B 2 RE A%
KRR N TRT R R T R RE R AR BRI
A R0 B AR 2 i W 38 B AR 2 b B Rt sb R e B A R

ZiBFE e
312 ¥BYERE

AEWRRBRT AANEIFHEVE R T LR E AT IrH Rt
= hBF iR B 45 4 ECsy  (50% Effect Concentration) % LCsy  (50%
Lethal Concentration ) °

AR ERME R E OB ERIEM A4 Fig. 3.1.1 Air- ERATH
SRREZB AN ANBYE EREWHG B T E LG ERDTRY
HEERTAVBAHEEMTORIREAR ] TRAT AW A HH
YIRE GBI  MEREGACB TR R AN Y - mA
WHERHO0S R M ERGRTHEOFHENERE > PAFENEH
& W B8 AT 3% A 8 F BB IR B (ECs) o
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0.1

concentration of test chemical

Fig. 3.1.1 Dose-response relationships of common toxicity tests.

3.1.3 A KB AaBE X

BRIEE B fg ﬁ%si@ﬁ$$EkaK%1$A% B &FFEH
sl g ks éii‘%é’a%i o bb— R o LB A By SRR 1A X S A dhag
WA B e AR T BRI B AR A T R R
B 498 X 75 IR IE R B ey RS At > R sb Bl 82l - @b SRR EE A8
oM RERTRAMER AR RS FRGOAMEEZRRGR
JE# 25 (response endpoint ) ¥ HF MM E X BEREAED & U R# g2
RFE FEHUVBBEHGUHNSEBR  BHETRERNTEESHFELE
B X REROERIEREEL 50 %0y B E (WpHlxtv ) KEECs &
BAIMEEAT > SEBME Ak > BLBBRERLF PAEE E/FH
SESH  RFH BT RESZAE AR -

—RERGEENE B ERBHE XA A =42 &35 Probit ~ Weibull &
Logit # X, » & R AKIE R F) 49183245 & M Ak 5 Probit # X A B xF1k4h & 4
B AEMOBEREA—FESAH > B FEsHIBRETHFHEHE
HipHIEPHEMRE (BE)ZWRE (BZ) RIEHEE - Weibull # X,
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AR GEFHMERBAMEEAILREEHBR ARE-REKHA
#¢ (Mechanistic-Probability basis ) #£ R, » B ARBE HF MW E » T 822 B8R
Az o FRIC2EEMAAHEE MR o 25 Logit # Al Monod
Equation /84 » A D REKAR FEEME & A —HEX > EFHERE
J &4 ¥ #E 8 % R J& (Enzyme Reaction ) 38 A # B 1 1t( autocatalysis ) 21t
ZRJE - Table 3.1.1 H=FH T RE R X B LB EHAX -

Probit # X & FMHRBRMEFRFANBERBEX > TEZXHTR
Sl B LR ARFS —BER  BBREAAEDHEFEDENED
B oA % oA (Lognormal distribution) o ¥ & &M 4 E LB 2 4
# 15 ¥1 R & & 2 NED(Normal equivalent deviation )B4 4 M B 14 & H e >
AP REZ I ARRAENH EEMEZIRE LR (Gl %) - X
Bl RER X 2 S Al hag » #4k R NED scale F &) — B - BoRR > B
R dh A FIEN 5090 2 B EE| NED scale EeyfE = 0 84.1%
REZ2 EHESL 1@ NED, scale 2 4244 v 5 B7 % Probit & FEAZ -
Probit ¥ i $1 R & % g1 iy B # 8 1 2 I8 M fado T

Y=A+ Blog Z
Y -5
}’=05{L+af[£?57q}
Y : Probit E4x
A-B: BEREHLEZHKIE (intercept) $24+% (slope)
Z:HHmERERAE (B4 mg/l)
PRl FEMEZREE (T EE)

erf : error fuction °
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Table 3.1.1 Weibull ~ Probit #1 Logit &% & 2 R,
Type Transformation Probability density Probiblity of response P
Weibull u=1In(k) +nln(z) exp(t—e') 1—exp(—kz"7)=1-exp(—e")
Probit Y =a+ flog(z) 1 t° o £’ 1 Y-5
exp(—=—) exp(——)dt =—(1+ erf ( )
Nz 2 J g exec =y e
Logit 1=0+¢In(2) 1 L1
4 1+e?z7% l1+e”
t
h’(=
cos (2)
Type Probility of no-response Q Transform vs P Transform vs Q
Weibull exp(—kz”) = exp(—e” ) u=In(=In(l - P)) u=In(—InQ)
Probit o 2 — I -1 L _ “1q
robi J. exp(= =Lt — e L5 Y =5 +:2erf 2 p—1) Y =5+~ 2erf ' (1-20)
v-s 2 2 V2
Logit 1 1 P 1-0
= =T 1=1
1+e’2? 1+e n(l—P) " 0 :

21



3.14 G test

FMRBRAETERATERASLWIRE  —REEUHL EC @
RET > RAMABIFEYRIZL > BpE a R 0 HIBEER R R 2 R EH
BAEXFE LGB REE EC & > @ — A% A 698 2 RE M A o
Probit ~ Weibull 2 Logit A3t & 89 EC 8 X 2 ECso s 831 » T8 4
KOFUR E X % 2L ECsp &2 ° AR A28 K AKH ECso 89 EC &4 ECy,
R EC eRARCHERMERNBETREE » AT HKREZ A FH#
M > #4T G test (goodness,of fit) » &8 gy ¥ F 48 XA vy 5 — K 12 41 92 37
YEWBRELE > FAFRFERINZGATABERESLN - GAEEH
CRAE S S

3.2 NOEC ~ LOEC $ Cut-off value

B TR HEFERRM R IR > 2H 1R 1 NOEC (no-observed
Effect Concentration ) 2% LOEC (lowest-observed effect concentration ) » H 471
REFEDEHARDE " FEBENRSRE ) B TRIBERE - A
ECo 2 % A R b by 80 0 75 RARIE B & RE B A% X AT RI G M4
HHAMER 10 D EEE - A TE NOEC % LOEC {4 © Dunnett’s
test & % A R IRIE | B LB 6 43t Uk o AN ERAT 4T Dunnett’s test 5 #7
RER A6 £ E URIEH] 8 F0 % 32 48 64 £ 38 A & NOEC A& LOEC -
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#28 NOEC & LOEC A% X2 EREENXEZERAETREENT
o Farit RAEAE A THE F RO T HRAE 0 AR E MR EBR R
KBRS LA G e &2 -

AT 413 ECjo B4 & NOEC #4733 » 3847 i -39 + 7 & (cut-off
FZ PR IEL 0 B b n g R BN ayE R RA BN F 3 BT

{8 > R P BTE Y E B AR NOEC /% LOEC » # ¥ 74 7745 4 NOEC
FreeiE | 2 1R ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ LhE AR 0 F

F-34 o 7 18 ( % reduction )= leww/i+l_ x100
Xc nc ni

H & T)%%E%ﬁﬁ 2( 1A oné-tailbPunnett’stest /£ 88 242 & 5% 2 & ) >
Xc 24 ) 402 -3 (0> Siv A %09 5 Ez% H AR A e ni By ] 4B LR 32
?ﬂé%ﬁat%ﬂ élj )\g)lt
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W RREBRYE

4.1 REBZHARE
411 BHBRE

b2 -

AR Ak &4 RO @& (0.5 um) » AMAREEAHME (60L
container, Nalgene ) ; & 77K # & # (Milli-Q Plus, Millipore, outflow
conductivity 18.2 MQcm)o & A% shBo A K R T 5 B m 2 —RF%
FA K o
WANE:

SINKU KIKQ 7 3] » #3E ULVACG-5 & G=50 - A n ik %%
B & Isoton M B4¢ A -

BRE _

EPEIEEE RGBSR E L 24+1°C 0 BEE A M H MR T AL
EAT
X ERCE 353 I

REXRMEAZIR  BMEA S N B 18 Aol -
PEAE 4 ATFRMOERBEAR > BNEA 2 AT RN O/EARKZ
A o
AR -

BHH6NT HARA 25 Ay RNREIBK - EFANEEKX
BABEEE > NRZAREFHAA S BRERAT S T EBFEBRA
FT#A -

WA
¥% %)% H1EM B A EYELA 3] » A155 MP-1000 2 € 2 § 7 » 1F

1

24



AR e R AN ARG KNG > BTEHILAE
LRk

Fihg Materflex » 784838 R gt 2 A58 A H-96400-14 - &)
BEHEAYBHE > RAEEN  TREBEEHRRER -
FHRANE

YHARAKBRBAERZRALE  ABAZORELEA
400-800 ml/min ©
AMAEH

P38 4% X 3% R B 2 8k R 2 & 480:ml/min
S R R

1% A Suntex /\ 3] > A1 38 SPL7 2 pH Bl fk S 45 5 E 2 +0.01
TR

CHECK'MATE-90, CIBA.CORNING 3 B #! o/ # Isoton 2 4§
% % #(% 42 17:mmho §GER)
BERAER

£B YSI 23] AV SR 4R 0 AV9% 5100 5 BOD 4838 & A1 5%
YSI 5010 > R A WIFEEHFH B > TUHKSEITAEGHEF  HEE
%2 0.0l mg/L - & DO 59 ka4 X, > 7T LA 4 B Rl d12e kK P IR
AL BRIFATE 3510 & 15 H4miss o
TRMHS ¢
AR R R R A KRBT R A URE 0 BT
RERRTRRY G HE B P R R RR MG  BRIEFE
CO, 2 4R -
o R

AR 10 M2 AWM - HORMA —FBEREBE > BF
AN ARSI 0 — SRR AP AL KRR IR R £KAER O
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BRI — MR HR R AR RAIE R E R SR E R
Ao
F M RERA,

1A a A 300 £ H4E 8 A4z BOD 3R - MO RTE
C REERRAA —EEHX A

(g

ANFBARE BT REFFEDKIKA

G

BEkA

ENBIZEETN > UAARAGAMARAEHR IR RxAx5 A
135x110x135 ~% > TA@ER 120 Xy a s %1eE% 8 %> WA=
2 X Ik %24 % (WEST /3 > FIRSTEK Model S103) » % &3k B T
#23i% 100 rp.m # & @9 B E A8 48 300ml = BOD #R & 66 E - 1
# % %2 BOD jii st R R MR KR 2 A -
EFHRs S

1% B Coulter Counter » #A! 5z MULTISIZER Il ( Coulter Electronics
NE) ) st Etm n Bk o4k A AT44 F A ISOTON Mk (rinse) F3E - 4% A
50 um FLAE X B E @R ALK E S 1-30 um - AR & A
12-13 #5 4 -
T

AP RERILZESLPI - 650 2 2 EAEA - A% XP (Windows
XP)z 42 X 3t B4 & FRAH 3t 85 A7 F 2 # 4% (Multisizer Accucomp V.
201) RBTHERIFTEZ M - ERARTHES T FREETHBEZ A
TARix 2 TR P AT A

Ho RSt
TES &4 X R E 3t 0 A58 IM-2D > &8 %5 E 20-20,000 lux o A 7
BRBWARARRHZEDAREN -
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A AR

ERRAITREE 2 BAA T2 0.5 % CO, » s R A
¥ 999 %  REBMEAOIHFI AR - ANTRTHEAZRR > UE
BREAEATH DO BARERBETRPHMEIHEHHRR
BREE

& B HIRAYAMA /2 3] > #22 HA-300M #47% 4 24 L1 kg/em® >
12 CTHER S mREA 15 4 -
EERE :

{& A SOCOREX FSAAABR S » R4 A 100-1000 pl A 1-5 ml &
# o 2 & NICHIRO » Nichipet EX > 20-200 ul* 10-100 pl 22 % 2-20 pl
£34 -
#EE

15 & £ 8) Wik ey Laminar Flow #1F 4 » Wy L @2 A

B w RAFRE S H e NI ER RN UER » TRRAREE X

AT RATIR B o
AR

#8 B Sartorius /A 3] » A% TE124S » €8] $E 0.1 mg-120.0 g °
RERERETZAAE

#% A Whirpool /K46 45 % ~ B2 UR S AL EHRAENICTRTF -
WA

#% B8 Memmet 23] > AR GBI mA  BERIFLHLES0TC -
THRE

2 2L AE & A8 & #7 4% (High Performance Liquid Chromatography )

B% B Waters /3] > A3 2006 o H # F 2% & 4o Table 4.1.1 -
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Table 4.1.1 The analysis conditions and apparatuses of HPLC

Item Model and Condition
HPLC Waters 2996
Photodiode Array Detector
Detector uv
Pump Pump Control Module
Waters HPLC:S515  x 2
Column Waters - Bondapak » €5 » 4.6 mm x 150 mm

Injection volume

Mobile Phase

Mobile Phase Flow Rate

20-50 pl

Acetonitrile : H5O =609¢ : 40%

1.0 ml/ min

4.1.2 AR EAEH

v £

1% A Gelman Science A 3% 66191 z 0.45um (&g % &KL &K

fAT R FE ) R A 3K 60301 2 0.2pum (3&7E Isoton IT) My #7LAE 2 B 4K -

R

1. HPLC %-#5 F 2 . ChemService /3] > Acetonitrile » & &
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99.97%HPLC grade -

2. HFUHUE  RBEARRES > SR 999% > MAbsFE (K
M BN S 2T EE) 4o Table 4.1.2 Fow o

3. H4uRXs P A E % LR ChemService ~ Merck

Riedel-deHaen 23 G R.&Z LA 2 AL2 % 7, o
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Table 4.1.2 Physical and chemical properties of herbicides

. Vapor Pressure  Henry's Constant Water Solubility M. W.
HRAC group Herbicide 3 Log P Molecular Formula
(Kpa) (atm - m’/mol) (mg/L) (g/mol)

A Clodinafop-propargyl 3.20E-09 2.76E-09 4.00 3.90 349.75 C17HI3CIFNO4
Diclofop-methyl 4.67E-07 1.97E-06 0.80 4.62 341.19 C16H14CI1204
Fluazifop-p-butyl 3.31E-08 6.22E-07 2.00 4.50 383.37 C19H20F3NO4
Propaquizafop 4.40E-13 3.06E-12 0.60 4.60 443.89 C22H22CIN305
Quizalofop-p-ethyl 2.60E-10 7.40E-11 0.40 4.28 372.81 C19H17CIN204
Clethodim 3.55E-10 1.16E-11 11.90 4.21 359.92 C17H26CINO3S
Cycloxydim 1.00E-08 9.52E-12 40.00 1.36 325.47 C17H27NO3S
Tralkoxydim 3.71E-10 2.41E-10 5.00 4.46 329.44 C20H27NO3

B Bensulfuron-methyl 2.80E-15 3.78E-15 120.00 1.80 410.41 C16H18N407S
Chlorsulfuron 3.07E-12 3.90E-15 28000.00 2.00 357.78 C12H12CIN504S
Cinosulfuron 9.23E-14 5.24E-15 120.00 2.04 413.41 CI5HI9N507S
Cyclosulfamuron 2.20E-08 5:38E-07 0.20 2.05 421.43 C17HI9N506S
Halosulfuron-methyl 3.67E-13 9.62E-16 15.00 -0.02 436.83 C13H17CIN60O7S
Metsulfuron-methyl 3.33E-13 1.32E-16 9500.00 2.20 381.37 C14H15N506S
Primisulfuron-methyl 1.83E-12 1.39E-12 3.30 241 468.34 CI15HI12F4AN407S
Rimsulfuron 1.51E-09 6.42E-10 10.00 0.29 431.45 C14H17N507S2
Imazamox 1.68E-12 9.15E-19 4410.00 0.73 305.34 CI5HI9N304
Imazethapyr 2.87E-12 1.04E-16 1400.00 1.49 289.34 C15H19N303
Flumetsulam 3.71E-13 2.47E-13 49.00 0.21 327.31 CI12H11F2N502S
Pyrithibac-Na 4.80E-12 p s .l 728000.00 0.60 348.74 C13H10CIN2NaO4S
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4.2 o &
4.2.1 F B HF MR

BEFTHREHEEZ UL KF (final yield fv growth rate) #5841 &

(deltaDO) %A % # z L B4 % M X, BOD #3X5 -

(—) HExs

RKEWRATER RS A ¥ % » Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata (% 4
# Selenastrum caprzcornutum) VBLOARRZR N R B AN AR R RY
# > U.S. EPA ~ISO ~ QECD & APHA % By %45 5 MRk 0 B oLk
Wi B ERRAEZ —  BREEE A University of Texas, Austin, United
States, 2006 & 8 Ao

(=) #BEAHRY

KRR A IU.S. EPA “The Selenastrum capr."icornutum printz algal
assay bottle test: Experimental design, Appli€ation, and Data inter-pretation
protocol” A& R B R B My > FULS HE AL - HH 4 o h 5
ARG XFEARSIpH REEE AR Y - £F US. EPA 24558
BB ik F LTS (a) - (g) 8987 & (stock solution) &#e 1 ml
ERBETARY > AHBEELS - H&F 01 N § EIRE MM NaOH & HCl

TAB2 pHMAPEZE 7.50+0.10 3£ 3 Bp 2A7U4E 0.20 pm &4 8 B Am LA 3B IR ©

NTAHEABZRE

(a)7RF BR AN BT f ik - A% 12.750g NaNO; #» 500 ml & & -F K o

(b) RALSE BT H R © AR 6.082 g MgCl, - 6H,0 # 500 ml % & F K o

(o) /L4587 ik - A% 2.205 g CaCl, - 2H,0 # 500 ml Z-#F K ©

(s HBATHIR © BT FIAT A % &7 500 ml £ 8T K -
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92.760 mg H;BO; 0.714 mg CoCl1, - 6H,0

207.690 mg MnCl, - 4 H,0O 3.630 mg Na,MoO, - 2 H,O

1.635 mg ZnC1, 0.006 mg CuCl, - 2H,0

79.880 mg FeCl; - 6H,0 150 mg Na,EDTA - 2H,0
(e)Fm Bk 42 AT Mk AR 7.350 ¢ MgSO, - 7TH,O # 500 ml k£ 3¢-F k¢ o
()& B 8, —47 BT 5% © 78 A% 0.522 g K,HPO, # 500 ml £8¢F K& o
(2)9 BE 4N BTHE R © 5% 7.5 ¢ NaHCO; # 500 ml £ #-FK+ o

RERARNEHRBLHESRAMES & FREF% Table 42.1 &
Table 42.2 - A ¥ XPRAERERTELEERERYIFAEZERIR
B BABBRAAUILEZE020m B RIEEE  BE R EA NS AE
P4 ACKARA EREEE B AR R AR (25§ s e )
B E A KCERIE

Table 4.2.1 The composition of macero-algal medium

Chemicals Concentration Element Final conc.
(mg/L) (mg/L)
NaNO; 25.5 N 4.2
NaHCO; 15.0 Na 11.0
K,HPO, 1.04 C 2.14
MgSO,-7H,0 14.7 K 0.649
Mg(Cl, 5.7 P 0.186
CaCl,-2H,0 4.41 S 1.91
Mg 2.9
Ca 1.20
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Table 4.2.2 The composition of micro-algal midium

Chemicals Concentration Element Final conc.
(ng/L) (pg/L)
H;BO; 186 B 32.5
MnCl, 264 Mn 115
ZnCl, 3.27 Zn 1.57
CoCl, 0.780 Co 0.354
CuCl, 0.009 Cu 0.04
Na,MnO,4-2H,0 7.26 Mo 2.88
FeCl; 96.0 Fe 30.0
Na,EDTA-2H,0 300

(Z) FHEharH

® B ERE PERTHR S ERMBEAL24£]1T -

® bE AR GASRK ARG F T2 R B RRRK
R P R B R 484,300 £ 5% lux o

® R 1 un AR0mlmin'z % R AR R I AR AR A B -

® pH & @ MR pH (A4 4] £ 750 £0.10 2 R -

UEEBEHBEHERER  ERTRAOBTE -

ERGBAFRBARGER AR RBR > HF U 10 %
HCl 7xkiza s 0 1 eF » B4 2 NayCO3 8k #F2 - B A B KK
WIH 5-6 R BAKBET KT IR 3-4 REBARIE Pt (&
BARFHS0+£5 CH-EMard@amst L4adh » R EN%XREA 1.1
kglem® » 121 °C &k % ¥k 15 »dg
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(b) &M B
AR GHAGFRBFAREAER BRKTRBR > BB FRLBRA
ik ARBRUAEBETKFR > BRARATHE L SEM O R LG BN
BEAZETRE 1S 24K REAFEHEZEERAEA -

(c) ®FaMyIRtT
PR B A AT B3 R A ey38 % > BB R A AR frEL A8
B s 8k 1% 2 ¥ %8 (Agar) > BETIRGFESEA (£4°CTF)- %5
v 18 2 EA A% A E M 69 38 R A PRI ARG B B, ) S MUR IR B R E 0438
%o BETIHRAFAwEEH (4°C), w82 414 BE A AR HE -

()  ISOTON II 7 iz # fie 2

AN 10 g NaCl A | A Fhag8sh R RoR 4 > BN T EA AL T
o B % E M Apl] mmho %ﬁi@ 17 mmho > A 2A2 &b K FE A 2] F
EE % 17 mmho’ Z/&MA 17 mmho’ BjjuA’b & NaCl 22| EETE A 17
mmho ° $bIER A 0.2um JE 4K B8 Ep4F Isoton 11 A% - £ X A A

FTHRETRRGHEXFTETRR -

()  EFBhRHEUE ARG RE

TTRRHENA —RHBE > BFEFFEZASH Isoton I ###
o B AR T 0 KARSE BRI 69 B AZ IR u DUARHE DUAE R G -t e

AHIBE L RBNR @A — AL FEURBURY: - £HIBE NI S
H—BmhBAEAE > AR TASZIBAEBEAILN > g YT T
HIER WAEHEEZNEMR - METMAMFEEG TR S YRGB~ H
= B LR FRRL 6 K0 BB B Bp RIS IR AR BB > B dE T
BRI o BT RAH S £ 25 #% A 4o Table 4.2.3 ¢
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AEERHFA 100 um FLEZ EtakBE HRXTZAREETRA

2177-6975 ume A > R 1ml 89%ZREAN SOml ZFHA ° HiwA

Isoton II £ 50 ml - &€ E4F R REINIEM > KEFBRIFTHENEAR -

DT Z B T aE 32 #E (4 Isoton Il 2% F15) 24 =

RXEEREL 2% HZPHE/HERME

Table 4.2.3 Operational parameters of Coulter Counter

Parameter values
Full scale 10mA
Polarity +
Currents , | 100
Diameter Lower Threshold , Tl 2.622um
Diameter Lower. Threshold , Tu 30pum
Attenuation , A 1

Preset Gain 1

Alarm Threshold OFF
Analysis amount 500pL
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(£) HEATEHRE
— R IEER R BT Ak A AN K PARIES Z R RIERAE > {2 R AT
FIRMARAE 100%48 % Bt RLERIRA ZARESL - KERIER

2B YSI Na#FAEARTE (Model 5100) » E AR EENBhoTF -

L Bz R EmEMHLT -

2. BHIBEAEAE -

3. A1 3tot & ayKn BOD FLF » 4 T4 E A BOD L HAfaH
VR 10090 84 3835 o,

4, BLEEER IR

5. 45438 15 AR U L 5 1E A i P o

6. % T LS

7. BB AREE -

8. %A A # AUTOTCAL RS A8 % %4 4 %7D.O.
CALIBRATION SAVED” -

9. ¥ MODE® X & ' BPRIERE -

(N) TmIHR

FE RS R R AC KA PIRY  BITRHRAE=ZR > WF
fbhtmbn  EHERHE A RE - RBUARR 325K A 13 (BHL)
Z BN AL 22 g K3 kg b o

G AR AMEBENEREY  BEAREHLIRHS > B
L RRBEE ARG GRS BERRUKRAD ZHE CO 2R A
ShEhB AR EZERABAMEIE CO, B REZMER ZHEXB AL
Hesm A — IR o AN P R AR 430025 % lux 2 -

kv
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AR E AT OHE (WRATRERHZ 80-90%)
Br g F AR RR - AR MEAE T (FMRARAD) &
THERREERAEZHER(025/day ) EHIBRENERZAERE -
BHBERIBVEHEARAYT LR T E ~pH &~ A
BRI ERT BB HER (iP5 0 MCV)» sH et
GRE AL TS CKRE - NG 3 Rl B g ~pHE - MCV %
SEE AR GIE N BRESHRT R B A — FESH B
TRAEHAGEINBTRE - 2HER  mRHE (1.7x10-1.9x10°
cells/ml) ~ pH & (7.3-7.8 ) BALIE A7 4R F % 32 tm B 2 5 5 (MCV
£ 39-46 pm® 2 ) o

HFH RS A B A+ US EPA 2 5B 8 @ 5sbhis LB/ A A
KB AB A4 05 % CO, # Ny &t (4% 4 600 ml/min) # 2 %
B TR A R 6y BUEEIR &2 CO, 48 B 1L 0.1N &) NaOH

Fo HCL 45 % % 8 ¢ pH (A AR E 15 £0.1 R S B oy iy -

A,

35 & A (steady state) B 3k &ﬁiﬁz“%%&é&ﬁ%
R BT RWAFRRZEMRE (5—@iEdlabNaRiza) ¢
BRAR O BATRET=ZEH LRI ELR TS RERE R ba
B E AR R 0 NE B2 A4 i 5 B 3% T 4 15,000 cells/ ml » % b »
AEmeER B2 AAM (initial DO) - £ sbB7E &R A6 B &K
EERMBLBERMER R R ERT AR E o

& 48 N EMMERER 0 SR EWARE FHMIRERY
HRERARZ 78 A ME (final DO ) dofp e 46 2 75 88 7T 43 1% 78 844 (ADO ) »
BENER T @R T EARFERAE RS AAASEER L L
o F 8 Probit EA 47 0 K FMMEZ ECso BRBEHRE - ¥
18K B g #2 5 » 7T & Fig. 4.2.1 &% o
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RASEFHEOCE 4,30025% lux
VB 24+1°C
3 100r.p.m BRI R SEBE

AR E R EE
( HUMEEEE 1.7x10°-1.9x10° cell/ml
MCV #5 39-46pum’ )

[
BOD Jff H A S {57 %5 FE 3 15,000
cells/ml FHINIAMK - B5EFLEL TG Y/E
HIEYIGA EAERKES

s A R
(Range finding B2 E SR )

[
HIFEFAAEAE ~ A -
A Probit fE RIS K EYE Z
ECso Bl & s fE it i

Fig. 4.2.1 Flow chart of algal toxicity tests.
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422 BERBLZEERAZE

B2 BLE 5 RAZE S ROBERIER o
(=) RBREZXEE

B 10 mg &9 % 5> A7 A A A (4o Acetonitrile ) 2 250 mL
T > BAE®EZ201L GRE A 100mg/L) > HFrRiEmig
FAFAR R LA AT B B 694k oA HPLC AR B S ARIE R B -

(=)  EHRZEE

5 2AR B SHARE R %Wﬁ%%%ﬁiﬁﬂf\ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁ

PR WikE FIRE H B ’H"Ji/rbé\é‘ﬁ 30 £ 0 3.5 A A RER

P oo

ERRERAT tbfpjﬂa HPLC Rt ke & o » RUF SR T oK

bz 2

# o ox @2 2 (nominal concentration ) » ZEARE B ey EAEE o 4B E

5
#

G
E

RARBRERGEBSEBRS HAGRERAOBEREALER
AT L/t B BB RBE -

(=) HPLC x4k

(a) AR

AR EA > A HPLC M BT 1 FIRAE > AR D% E
(b) HPLC #&4F % B

PR oA 1A R 35 X B4 > K12 A A% (acetonitrile ) BAA iR
1.0 ml/min 326 30 4% - AFEA % (BRI RMARE) 28478 -
BRBFE - ZEBESEMSE  AK (M) A 220254 nm (KRB EERE
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BlZ M4 ) > #gakR] (retention time) % 10 548 (% 4 o5 Rl 75
KSR B 69 47 M0 8 M B8t ) 0 AR ik 41 & % 20 ul > mobile phase ik
# 1.0 ml/min -

BB ENSTEIAE SBITHREAILT » BB - Eotid k2
% BPT A ERS% R E BRIk (peak) X GALBEH > T —F K
BHARATHASMEZEERBEE -

HRBMAT > EFR A 1 ml/min 25k 70k 30 4246 7T A
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F#1Z LA TR L K (609% : 40
9% ) #ik 1 ml/min A2k 30 &
48 @B pure BAEBEEF

8RB R R

Y

RIFET B A B H03% TR R eg 0k K o AR EFR] 10
min > JE A S E 20ul 0 ik 4 1 ml/min °

Y

AR BEITH  REFLE

\ |

WA L TENIR B P RS T <

R E

B B 1 3F B A4 ) & Ak

ko AT EIRE

T
T

==

18
2

/8
B
7K M
¥ A
z 4
R 18
A 8]
18
8]

Y

BB BRCH K (60% :40% ) #*
1 ml/min Az 30 245 A TRIM  RER

2% 0 MIRRBAEM

Fig. 4.2.2 Flow chart of HPLC analysis.
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13 XHRBBEZRE

431 BERREEHAEL

B B — B %5 46 18 47 range finding &9 03X > BB @ £ Uk P e
B BBREEAZE VS 38 order BRI 45 AR E G REBIEEE
CREBERE  EVBIT2ROEBENAFHRAR > EETRERGLE

E10%N + ERRE > LT P Bk TR EIE o
432 BXeHEH

HERMALZESHE (Pt R@BBAFEAE) AHRZA
By iR A R (Probit) & SH3F » 17 21848 X 69 Bl S RE 5 & ECs
5 3 EBE T REE KGR AR B TH -
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4.4 ¥z QA/QC

441 REZAAN

@:

THEETRGEREE 7 HPLC £ 2P 2309 BIM B HIE ST o

HPTomAmrami @i mERTE - B — B0 E 5 &M
RREE A TRSIERE  FEOHES GEFF G TR Lay %
¥ o

442 HREKERE

A A% HPLC &2 g% ERiRE A » o st @i difkm =
grRX  HERRE R EHEAS Bkl GaRE ()
s JARA 0.95 SAETr B RAFEOAB I B0 B At R iR
W3R EAE D 0 AR W el AR

4.4.3 FERAEAFZIEH

RAARSTAEEEE AT REDEFLE 241 CHILT @ Htbay
Bt & AR Lin» 3Tl ey S0 79 B4 Bk B ey R 48 1o Ai8
BPEREDEAOLEGICRE AR ERMTERBOLEEHLEY
4300+ 5 % lux (64.5 uEm™s™ ) » & 1 187% 78 o 035 R 8] 8 — Rk BB 3R ER A B

B HE o AREAR AR E BRI AR AT R 0 — B -
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I~ BREw
5.1 RMENRBREE

AR ARBEREIAE R RA GR BB FEME AEA X 3R 8R
FHRBR I R RELIL> B Ba%itE (ADO) -~ A4 % & (Final
Yield) & 4 & % (Growth Rate ) ; B 575 2| t) #f & — % L3t H ECso A i
CHEBEREHE -

Table 5.1.1-5.1.3 & %& & Probit 4% X 3+ 5 &9 ECso & ~ #3E (o) ~ 4}
F (B) & 95 %fz @kl s E=HRIRFREF  BRUEALILEHR
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Table 5.1.1 Median effective concentration ( ECsy) based on dissolved oxygen

production.
Toxicants Response based on DO
ECso (mg/L) o B 95% Confidence interval

Group A
Clodinafop-propargyl 6.99 4.27 0.862 5.72 — 8.60
Diclofop-methyl 0.192 6.08 1.51 0.169 — 0.219
Fluazifop-p-butyl 0.074 - 5.94 0.830 0.045 — 0.115
Propaquizafop 0.347 5.84 1.82 0.308 — 0.394
Quizalofop-p-ethyl 0.045 5.89 0.660 0.025 — 0.081
Clethodim 0.471 5.24 0.722 0.237 — 0.950
Cycloxydim 0.474 5.44 1.35 0.387 — 0.580
Tralkoxydim 3.83 4.12 151 3.13 — 4.69

Group B
Bensulfuron-methyl 0.089 3.60 0.565 0.032 — 0.196
Chlorsulfuron 0.277 . 0.833 0.132 — 0.816
Cinosulfuron 0.395 5.43 1.07 ) 0.208 — 0.685
Cyclosulfamuron 0.002 6.68 0.632 0.001 — 0.009
Halosulfuron-methyl 0.003 7.20 0.897 0.003 — 0.004
Metsulfuron-methyl 0.810 5.08 0.893 0.453 — 1.616
Primisulfuron-methyl 0.149 5.98 1.18 0.130 — 0.173
Rimsulfuron 0.144 6.02 1.22 0.106 — 0.196
Imazamox 0.172 5.48 0.623 0.124 — 0.239
Imazethapyr 5.66 4.11 1.18 495 — 6.53
Flumetsulam 0.015 6.94 1.06 0.009 — 0.024
Pyrithibac-Na 0.111 5.56 0.589 0.058 — 0.219
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Table 5.1.2 Median effective concentration (ECs,) based on final yield.

Toxicants Response based on FY
ECso(mg/L) o B 95% Confidence interval

Group A
Clodinafop-propargyl 8.26 3.90 1.20 417 — 20.5
Diclofop-methyl 0.260 5.99 1.69 0.242 — 0.280
Fluazifop-p-butyl 0.069 6.08 0.931 0.063 — 0.077
Propaquizafop 0.504 X 1.90 0.366 — 0.729
Quizalofop-p-ethyl 0.038 596 0.675 0.013 — 0.099
Clethodim 1.06 4.98 0.788 0.636 — 1.748
Cycloxydim 0.347 5.69 1.50 0.283 — 0.426
Tralkoxydim 4.66 3.94 1.58 3.72 — 5.80

Group B
Bensulfuron-methyl 0.052 5.76 0.593 0.026 — 0.098
Chlorsulfuron 0.075 6:80 1.60 0.039 — 0.135
Cinosulfuron 0.255 5.62 1.05 0.144 — 0.471
Cyclosulfamuron 0.001 6.97 0.631 3.8E-06 — 0.005
Halosulfuron-methyl 0.002 7.23 0.857 0.001 — 0.005
Metsulfuron-methyl 0.534 5.35 129 0.388 — 0.728
Primisulfuron-methyl 0.085 6.73 1.61 0.080 — 0.090
Rimsulfuron 0.090 6.45 1.39 0.065 — 0.127
Imazamox 0.190 5.56 0.782 0.169 — 0.214
Imazethapyr 4.38 4.06 1.46 327 — 5.82
Flumetsulam 0.018 6.59 0914 0.014 — 0.024

Pyrithibac-Na 0.023 6.61 0.801 0.013 — 0.040
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Table 5.1.3 Median effective concentration ( ECs,) based on growth rate.

Toxicants Response based on GR
ECsy (mg/L) o B 95% Confidence interval

Group A
Clodinafop-propargyl 28.9 3.00 1.37 174 — 103.7
Diclofop-methyl 0.836 5.11 1.42 0.777 — 0.908
Fluazifop-p-butyl 0.536 5.23 0.840 0.475 — 0.606
Propaquizafop 1.44 4.73 1.70 1.18 — 191
Quizalofop-p-ethyl 0.667 REsTT0 0.540 0.372 — 1.436
Clethodim 9.31 4.21 0.820 546 — 199
Cycloxydim 1.10 4.94 1:53 0.793 — 1.58
Tralkoxydim 17.4 3.49 1.21 139 — 238

Group B
Bensulfuron-methyl 1.63 4.90 0.495 0.883 — 3.26
Chlorsulfuron 0:320 L) 1.06 0.203 — 0.533
Cinosulfuron 170 4.82 0.804 0.808 — 3.42
Cyclosulfamuron 0.037 5.56 0.393 0.010 — 1.82
Halosulfuron-methyl 0.034 5.89 0.604 0.018 — 0.105
Metsulfuron-methyl 3.16 4.48 1.03 222 — 5.65
Primisulfuron-methyl 0.306 5.72 1.41 0.277 — 0.344
Rimsulfuron 0.325 5.66 1.36 0.256 — 0.432
Imazamox 2.93 4.69 0.661 2.61 — 3.33
Imazethapyr 22.0 3.55 1.08 17.7 — 29.1
Flumetsulam 0.205 5.52 0.760 0.168 — 0.259

Pyrithibac-Na 0.243 5.44 0.719 0.156 — 0.399
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Table 5.2.1 G values based on dissolved oxygen production in three models

Toxicants G of Probit G of Logit G of Weibull Best fit
Group A
Clodinafop-propargyl -7.731% -12.364 -20.208
Diclofop-methyl 6.243 4, 5.348%* -14.898
Fluazifop-p-butyl -13.678* -18.656 -45.701
Propaquizafop 74.905 77.244 34.523%
Quizalofop-p-ethyl =7.293% -11.991 =27.920
Clethodim 01.488 104.519 30.064*
Cycloxydim 7.898 285 -2]1.158
Tralkoxydim 17.475 18.643 -81865%*
Group B
Bensulfuron-methyl =13.926% -19.696 -40.882 Probit
Chlorsulfuron -2 G880 * -40.843 -59.496 (55%)
Cinosulfuron -20.898%* -195.808 -191.701
Cyclosulfamuron -1.790* -6.359 -37.618
Halosulfuron-methyl 3.777 2.004* -20.822
Metsulfuron-methyl 18.600 17.375 6.988*
Primisulfuron-methyl 12.254 9.493 1.170*
Rimsulfuron -9.828%* -20.857 -45.7779
Imazamox -12.061* -16.145 -34.194
Imazethapyr 18.619 15.379 -9.250*
Flumetsulam -10.368* -18.661 -47.009
Pyrithiobac-Na -7.660* -14.082 -30.796
Percentage (%) 55 15 30

* best fit
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Table 5.2.2 G values based on final yield in three models

Toxicants G of Probit G of Logit G of Weibull Best fit
Group A
Clodinafop-propargyl 31.005 33.067 -12.744%*
Diclofop-methyl -99.104:# -103.826 -121.965
Fluazifop-p-butyl -107.803 -106.549* -137.165
Propaquizafop -38.206* -43.826 -74.897
Quizalofop-p-ethyl -146.499* -156.187 £180.036
Clethodim -38.007* -38.975 =76.270
Cycloxydim -85.856 -80.180* -123.801
Tralkoxydim -113.090* -119.671 -141.641
Group B
Bensulfuron-methyl -119.778* -120.645 -144.042 Probit
Chlorsulfuron -110.833* -122.510 -152.334 (75%)
Cinosulfuron -59.728% -310.757 -310.639
Cyclosulfamuron -108.303* -125.424 -160.895
Halosulfuron-methyl -104.140* -112.120 -140.136
Metsulfuron-methyl -47.428* -48.729 -67.418
Primisulfuron-methyl -63.451* -66.656 -87.641
Rimsulfuron -35.595 -32.746* -71.764
Imazamox -87.504* -91.273 -119.001
Imazethapyr -100.395* -115.034 -154.628
Flumetsulam -75.358* -79.156 -95.725
Pyrithiobac-Na -108.345 -107.861* -136.228
Percentage (%) 75 20 5

* best fit
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Table 5.2.3 G values based on growth rate in three models

Toxicants G of Probit G of Logit G of Weibull Best fit
Group A
Clodinafop-propargyl 53.983 46.666 38.307*
Diclofop-methyl 0.018%4, -7.620 -15.655
Fluazifop-p-butyl 7.767 -0.277* -14.961
Propaquizafop 6.846 078357 -10.895
Quizalofop-p-ethyl Br1758 -15.514 . =24.093
Clethodim 42.409 33.176 20.312*
Cycloxydim 48.254 43.699 11.199*
Tralkoxydim -10.356* -20.501 -29.377
Group B
Bensulfuron-methyl = 1.770 . 2.189% -10.524 Probit
Chlorsulfuron -30.097%* -42.629 . -55.024 (45%)
Cinosulfuron -11.331% -37.305 -47.651
Cyclosulfamuron -37.998* -48.907 -56.532
Halosulfuron-methyl -8.128* -20.317 -31.456
Metsulfuron-methyl -1.146* -8.954 -17.865
Primisulfuron-methyl 12.617 5.731 -0.780%*
Rimsulfuron 23.079 14.910 2.894%*
Imazamox 9.412 -0.089* -11.016
Imazethapyr -17.041%* -29.732 -39.084
Flumetsulam 10.077 4.384 -1.615*
Pyrithiobac-Na 26.336 22.561 1.562%
Percentage (9 ) 45 20 35

* best fit
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53 Low Toxic Effects
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Table 5.3.1 Relationship of NOEC, LOEC, EC;, and ECsy.

Chemicals Endpoint NOEC LOEC ECio ECs EC;o/NOEC EC;o/LOEC ECs¢/NOEC ECso/LOEC ECsy/ECio

Group A (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/lL)
Clodinafop-propargyl DO 0.2570 0.5140 0.2280° 6.987 0.887 0.444 27.2 13.6 30.6
Diclofop-methyl DO 0.0320 0.0650 0.0250" 0.1920 0.781 0.385 6.00 2.95 7.68
Fluazifop-p-butyl FY 0.0010 0.0020 0.0027" 0.0690 2.70 1.35 69.0 34.5 25.6
Propaquizafop DO 0.0510 0.0980 0.0520% 0.3470 1.02 0.531 6.80 3.54 6.67
Quizalofop-ethyl FY 0.0010 0.0060 0.0005" 0.0380 0.500 0.083 38.0 6.33 76.0
Clethodim DO 0.0050 0.0520 0.0049" 0.4710 0.980 0.094 94.2 9.06 96.1
Cycloxydim FY <0.043 0.0430 0.0440" 0.3470 >1.14 1.023 > 8.07 8.07 7.89
Tralkoxydim DO 0.6300 1.240 0.3130% 3.832 0.497 0.252 6.08 3.09 12.2

Group B
Bensulfuron-methyl FY 0.0001 0.0010 0.0004° 0.0520 4.00 0.400 520.0 52.0 130.0
Chlorsulfuron FY <0.016 0.0160 0.0120" 0.0750 >10.750 0.750 > 4.69 4.69 6.25
Cinosulfuron FY 0.0040 0.0080 0.0150" 0.2550 Sk 1.88 63.8 31.9 17.0
Cyclosulfamuron FY <0.0001 0.0001 0:00001" _0.0008 > 0.070 0.070 > 8.00 8.00 114.3
Halosulfuron-methyl FY 0.0001 0.0005 0.0001" 0.0020 0.800 0.160 20.0 4.00 25.0
Metsulfuron-methyl FY 0.0100 0.0500 0.0540° 0.5340 5.40 1.08 534 10.7 9.89
Primisulfuron-methyl FY 0.0100 0.0200 0.0135° 0.0850 1.35 0.676 8.50 4.25 6.29
Rimsulfuron FY 0.0060 0.0130 0.0104" 0.0900 1.73 0.800 15.0 6.92 8.65
Imazamox DO <0.0030 0.0030 0.0015° 0.1720 >0.500 0.503 >57.3 57.3 113.9
Imazethapyr FY <0.3060 0.3060 + 0.5810" 4 4.384 >1.90 1.90 > 14.3 14.3 7.55
Flumetsulam DO 0.0010 0.0020 0.0009° 0.0150 0.900 0.450 15.0 7.50 16.7
Pyrithiobac-Na FY <0.0010 0.0010 0.0005" 0.0230 >0.600 0.500 >23.0 23.0 46.0
Average 1.60 0.666 52.9 15.3 38.2

Endpoint: the most sensitive response endpoint. P, W, and L represent the best fitted model: Probit, Weibull, and Logit, respectively.
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Table 5.3.2 Statistical parameters based on three endpoints

Toxicants DO Final Yield Growth Rate
Sw F-ration cut-off value( %) Sw F-ration cut-off value (%) Sw F-ration cut-off value ( 9¢ )
Clodinafop-propargyl 0.30 198.4 6.42 117342 2876 6.50 008 4961 10.6
Diclofop-methyl 0.39 24.83 21.2 9080.81 152.3 8.44 0.03 213.7 5.06
Fluazifop-p-butyl 0.21 240.8 8.33 8344.77 343.5 6.85 0.03 551.3 4.48
Propaquizafop 0.57 22.25 26.0 12918.3 210.6 7.90 0.04 183.9 5.60
Quizalofop-p-ethyl 0.31 52.42 15.2 113824 86.19 11.5 0.06 67.64 10.3
Clethodim 0.35 87.76 13.2 12989.1 138.1 9.71 0.05 156.8 6.99
Cycloxydim 0.29 131.2 10.5 8011.17 345.5 6.62 0.03 691.2 441
Tralkoxydim 0.54 31.66 19.9 8493.95 167.8 7.95 0.04 119.2 6.57
Bensulfuron-methyl 0.40 127.9 11.3 13433.8 139.0 10.3 0.05 156.6 7.67
Chlorsulfuron 0.16 212.2 6.14 12015.1 278.1 7.71 0.05 209.1 7.09
Cinosulfuron 0.07 5606.2 1.96 9938.21 426.1 6.70 0.04 385.3 5.90
Cyclosulfamuron 0.27 151.7 8.79 21754.3 70.47 134 0.05 126.9 6.59
Halosulfuron-methyl 0.29 106.6 10.8 11820.7 129.0 9.34 0.08 43.45 11.6
Metsulfuron-methyl 0.34 94.93 9.47 10516.4 419.3 5.90 0.03 288.6 4.33
Primisulfuron-methyl 0.33 45.58 11.9 10889.8 189.8 7.46 0.04 160.3 5.48
Rimsulfuron 0.20 549.9 4.62 13974.6 152.7 9.68 0.04 225.3 6.08
Imazamox 0.23 199.3 7.16 9593.13 286.6 6.49 0.05 136.0 6.69
Imazethapyr 0.32 155.1 7.93 8739.78 358.5 5.98 0.03 314.7 4.16
Flumetsulam 0.37 52.09 17.0 . 13759.8 143.5 8.80 0.06 70.45 8.63
Pyrithiobac-Na 0.16 189.9 7.30 11342.5 135.4 9.95 0.05 250.8 6.84
Average 0.30 414.0 11.3 11536.6 223.0 8.36 0.05 220.0 6.75

Sw: variation between columns.

F-ration: the ratio of variation within columns to variation between columns.
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Table 5.4.1 & A5} 50 6498 5 BLI5 2 SUBK B3 09 2232 Lh 8% BRI & A
KA AW B REMFE 0 0,35 KFZ (D. magna)~ B ¥ #% (P subcapitata) ~
& %8 (R. trout and bluegill ) &% (L. gibba) -

UK E R R B A AR A 3 Btbi » BRB T RE A
diclofop-methyl SA 9 » K ZHW A R EBIBREE RS FHER
(ECso) % & 7T 3% 53,500%% (halosulfuron-methyl) - ] 4 24 A ¥ i % 3%
B A& o AH P P AR A SRR 7 KA BARLEE Ma et al. [67177 1% A 8938
R AEUR > BB £ B R ARS i 1.5004% (flumetsulam ) § 33 # K
W £ IET R AR RIS  RARESRMAMN - REMRE T
A ¥ ey A8 415,000 : 50,000 Ccells/ml).> 5 R a9% & % 15 : 200
(mg/L) > 3 | B85 FR] A 48 196 (hours ) - 34 Ma er al.lf % 1 48
B oy 3% o M3 B 5% R A& 142 & Lin et al. [37]8AB4a (phenol) % H M4
BEATEMAXB B AR TS §8E PZ /R (NaHCO;) & 15 mg/L
RHE 300mg/L & E/TEER > EREREZBHFUD T OBRERBE
BoBET TESALY R B R E MR &% AR E £ 8y T3 Brack
and Rottler [23] A#E 4 MAL 2 40 84T R FAF B iy - LB BRI T2
By o

tb#x A1 % 82 U.S. EPA database [68]44 % Ba 035 » R BRI £ F
Exiatt o AR MAE 0 RELAMBRERAEBORER S FEN €S
BEARAM) 236 > & £ 53k =18 order ; 48 ] &9 1 Sk Blanck [69] ~
Cedergreen et al. [70] % Battaglin et al. [20]4% & £ AP 9 FF 32 & o
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& Table 5.4.1 &) 485 M SRR EAFH R > A Ak E B H® R trout o
bluegill 89 H M %8 % (F& 7 clethodim) > # ECso & %4%/\#> 1.0 mg/L ;
B AR E BRI BABH & A F MR HEL > H ECso #8 A% 100.0
mg/L - ¥ AR EFILL BB ER FHE SRR 7T Ac 845 A # ]
H A FERE B R AR N L EE RS A % /bB8( ACCase )8y & 1 - Beynen
etal. [SIFH EABRHMBNCERT CH ABREREESNEEELT
MALE  EFREEREBHEM A S ME BA FMH 5 ™ B R E 94
A BN CERILEE A B (ALS) #97E 1 > Bodlter al. [13]:2 4 suf B2 %
P BT e e as ! o B 7 & 58 00 P BUK o

SRR I 5 3] 0 bk B BT B SRR B B L gibba B 1R & 6 F
Weoom AR ERR ZREA FRAMNERE (FHRERAE3FUN)-
AHA B R ER] 0 kR 695 5 7 AT 2] b R A AR 89 &
R ARBR AL RA AT BIA R A6 ot 1505 0 T A AR R L.
gibba. ' | |
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Table 5.4.1 EC5¢/LCsq values of this study and literatures.

Toxicants P. subcapitata BOD test, 48h ECs D. magna P. subcapitata R. trout Bluegill L. gibba
DO FY GR 48h ECso 96h ECs 96h LCs 96h LCso 14d ECs
Group A
clodinafop-propargyl ~ 6.99 8.26 28.9 59.5 168l 30.6 8 0.390 1% 0.240 1% 2.40 168
Diclofop-methyl 0.201 0.464 0.999 0.230 1% 0.540 1% 0.540 1%
Clethodim 0.471 1.06 9.31 20.2 1681 22,9167 19.0 18 33.0 108 1.34 168
Tralkoxydim 3.83 4.66 17.4 7.701°8! 2.60 %81
Group B
Metsulfuron-methyl 0.800 0.534 3.16 1150.0 1681 24,7167 0.00047!
Chlorsulfuron 0.277 0.075 0.320 370.0 18 0.135 %8 250.0 (¥ 300.0 ¥ 0.00077"!
Cinosulfuron 0.395 0.255 1.70
Bensulfuron-methyl ~ 0.089 0.052 1.63 13.6/%"
Halosulfuron-methyl ~ 0.003 0.002 0.034 107.0%%1 - 0.004 " 131.01% 118.01°% 0.00004 1%
Primisulfuron-methyl ~ 0.149 0.085 0.306 142.0 ¥ 0.024 %% 210.0 ¥ 180.0 %% 0.0003 1%
Imazamox 0.172 0.190 2.93 122:0 "% 112.0 [6¥ 119.0 %% 0.011 ¥
Imazethapyr 5.66 4.38 220 1000.0 [*! 59,2 [68] 344.0 168 423.0 %81 0.067 "
Flumetsulam 0.015 0.018 0.205 254.0 1681 23918y 300.0 %! 300.0 %% 0.003 1%
Pyrithiobac-Na 0.111 0.023 0.243 0.095 %% 1000.0 6¥! 930.0 1% 0.001 1%
Unit: mg/L

[ ]: reference number
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AHR THMN T HRER AR T AT HARTRALY
REHAE 0 AR R F I RRBAEAE — e 0 B AR R E A
PRI R BHE

Kulshrestha et al. [72]1#F % 42 A 8. 8 (soybean) % M ¥ #|
fluazifop-p-butyl 2 1% e4rx E B G A > B34 100% 2R ERABET >
42387 90 RABT LA L3 “F’ 1&58] 2] 0.0 mg/L & 7% %G & - Peterson et al.
(71138 B4 A 100 %34 A B €17 A 10 %ok %E = A% 2R HH K
A+ (lotic system ) s AR5 AR 69 487K » B R L3R F 09 7% G AR A 10
1% € ¥ fluazifop-p=butyl /& B A KA F B7RE » F25 0.001 mg/L > K
R BRI B2 1% 0 BRI A 5 k) NOEC A B — & & » B~
fluazifop-p-butyl ¥#8 25 K BBEAZ £ 6062 o

Aidaeral. [73]2AE —f&ini® B A 2 7 eyl =% )1 (Arakawa River)
Be o Zom 0 AR AEBHE R oW Il R R E & bensulfuron-methyl &%
R T 23] 0.003 mg/L > A A&t % NOEC 14 49 30 £ 5 3%t % 69 3% Ak Z6
MEH 16 R - SLAH R NOEC EAaLbin A 8 R &y &/ NREAALE
NOEC » @~ % Euy s B /RJE > ™ Aidaer al. XA B R Wt I £ 1EH 1L
R g » 438 A7) F A E #| bensulfuron-methyl 8948 ¥ 7)1 P ey 4
el m e

EEBRAEMER > RERPIF AR L5 M X #IE (40 ECyp
LCsy) A TAEARIEEE (expected environmental concentration » EEC ) 4%
BRGS0 RIE - PR TAEIRIERE - A R B IRE R RER
ERBEAREEARNERES LY HBETRA L PIRENEL
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A ETRETHRAEASZSPIHYAEIScm R EBERE > Bp ATAEAIBIEE

Metsulfuron-methyl & —#&4% & 248 A £ KA B R E B > X4
RFHEE £EEMEY R T LEFHER - A 569 NOECE % 0.010
mg/L > #&3% Environment Canada &) X gk &4} [74] * metsulfuron-methyl &4
EEC % 0.024 mg/L > & NOEC &9 2.4 4% > # % LOEC 89 0.5 /% - 5 — &%
¥ | primisulfuron-methyl & NOEC {4 % 0.01 mg/L - EEC % 0.02-0.05
mg/L > £ ') & NOEC &% 2 {0 cinoSulfuron &4 3 3508 K 4 0.003-0.03
mg/L [75] » sAKE E A FER AR 269 NOEC o 8L E 8978 FZ L& - H| B
SEHRERHBESEAR PO RBEAREEN ST -

i

Battaglin ez al. [20]% 1998 .38 8 7 £ B *F /@ 208) B 2K KA & 4
HREG Bk E A E AR A8 o 43 imazethapyr.fo flumetsulam 1% A&k E
Bl 63548 % % 0.00001mg/L » ZR3EhF AR 7589 NOEC £ - B s3]
B AR E R HNARRR T AR AR @Y HE

HEpms o ULA RO ERRER T A ARENRIEAKE T e
MBABALE 5 5% fluazifop-p-butyl ~ bensulfuron-methyl
metsulfuron-methyl ~ cinosul furon & primisulfuron-methyl > & $£pk 3 7|
RSN R RZMAE R > BR R EEMPBIRINPIE L SR B BIME
FRANGAR > BHAEALERERGERETREAGERNAL » AR

Xr 2

BRI EWAER > LR GEEBEIER A MEREIE -
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Table 5.5.1 Comparison of herbicide toxicities and environmental concentrations.

Herbicides NOEC ~ LOEC  ECIO Ecso  nvironmental
concentration
Fluazifop-p-butyl 0.0010 0.002 0.0027 0.069  0.010"
Bensulfuron-methyl 0.0001 0.001 0.0004 0.052  0-0.003"
Metsulfuron-methyl 0.0100 0.050 0.0540 0.534  0.024°
Primisulfuron-methyl _0.0100 0.020 0.0135 0.085  0.020-0.050°
Cinosulfuron 0.0040 0.008 0.0150 0.255  0.003-0.030"
Imazethapyr <0.3060 0.306 0.5810 4.38 0.00001"
Flumetsulam 0.0010 0.002 0.0009 0.015  0.00001"
Unit: mg/L

A: Residual concentration in soil atithe time of harvest due to spray of

fluazifop-p-butyl to soybean crop in.the 90" day. [72]

B: Concentration of bensulfuron-methyl in the ArakawaRiver and its tributary rivers

and drainages during 14 days:in 1991. [73]

C: Expected environmental concentration. [76]
D: Expected environmental concentration. [74]

E: Environmental concentration in paddy fields. [75]

F: Median concentration in 25 samples of Midwestern ground waters, United

States.[20]
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N EHEEH

HE—FMHYWE T RE R > B 8% X #| cyclosulfamuron ¥
RO FEMRS > MABRRERH RN FERA  RE X EET
#F 1,000 4% o LA AL E REAMERAERR-HBRELI AR
PREBAEAFILEREA > BERER A ARE LN T RMK > =
HRERERD T > MAURKENEARBRYRIELE - £—+4

B # % P > RAF clodinafop-propargyl ~ tralkoxydim ¥ imazethapyr =%
4y ECso @ A% 1.0 mg/L > R Bray -+ Em ek (EU) sy 5 g
Bmiat o BB A RS &M (very toxic) e

AR A Fak B e A BUR L B E R » B R R R AR
ReyAE o SR A IR R I A BUs a0 aiR E  # B SR E AR R A
K& LAWYV o PRI AJRR T Bla SR R AT R A K
EERK ﬁfB@F"—?“—ﬁ" CUPSE e 8

4 by G-test 32 4% il LA Probit A RPFR =+ R E B ey kB >
it B BA %3t 7 7k Dunnett’s test 547 —+ #8114 E % 69 NOEC #2 LOEC » M
g B3 b (ANOVA) :+E &4 cut-off value B]32.88 T NOEC tb ECy,
PG EH AP EREGIERE  RUEFIR L FCENRE - MIRFHEE
CREGAHBLERERFE S AN -

HE R B AR 0 NOEC #1385 e R 3 1R B AR 8
fluazifop-p-butyl ~ bensulfuron-methyl ~ metsulfuron-methyl ~ cinosul furon
R primisulfuron-methyl & # K 8 44) B4 /5 M ey e S B > 12 0L 5 5 )
R ML e o L E B SUIRAR NPT SR F A
TRAMHE > L AAEEEEEAGERETEELAGAE  HRR
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