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Abstract

The mixed application of pesticides can control diseases continually, but the risk
of mixture toxicity on aquatic non-target organisms is still not investigated. This
research is aimed to investigate the toxic effect of fungicide and insecticide mixed
application to daphnia (Daphnia pulex), amphipod (Hyalella azteca), and green algae
(Chlorella vulgaris) and compare pesticides’ toxicity and aquatic organisms’
sensibility to pesticides. The exposing tests are using acute toxicity tests, calculating
the lethal concentration 50 and undergo static and correlation analysis. In D. pulex’s
toxicity tests, LCso of cabendazim is 0.10 mg L™, thiophanate methyl is 17.47 mg L™,
and imidacloprid is 62.17 mg L™ In mixed exposing toxicity tests, toxicity of
carbendazim with NOAEL and LOAEL imidacloprid is not affected. The joint toxic
effect of equitoxic mixing carbendazim and imidacloprid is antagonistic effect, on the
contrast, the joint effect of equitoxic mixing thiophanate methyl and imidacloprid is
synergistic effect. In H. azteca’s toxicity tests, LCso of cabendazim is 0.41 mg L™,
thiophanate methyl is 1.72 mg L™, and imidacloprid is 0.053 mg L™. The joint effect
of equitoxic mixing cabendazim and imidacloprid is synergistic effect, also in
equitoxic mixing thiophanate methyl and imidacloprid. In C. vulgaris’s toxicity tests,
these three pesticides show no obvious growth inhibition effect. Results show that for
carbendazim D. pulex is more sensitive than H. azteca, for imidacloprid H. azteca in
much more than D. pulex. H. azteca is generally equally sensitive towards organic
xenobiotics as D. pulex. The synergistic effect shows that combinations resulted in

greater than additive toxicity are greatest concern in ecotoxicology.

Keywords : Carbendazim, Imidacloprid, Thiophanate methyl, Mixture toxicity,

Daphnia pulex, Hyalella azteca, Chlorella vulgaris



— 13 (55 )

KA B w & %o DIAMLFLA £ kg > Bo¥ BAhE T Fi5- 7%
BT R F A R F e FAL R 2RDL R o F B FIR KRR TR
BAT i 0 Rt %¢mPPT’éﬁiﬂ’ﬁﬁiéﬁiiﬁé%%ﬁﬁ
Fge o B - AR E i 2P RSF A TS B P AR T A e

EALIEHEA D ENE G X o

o]
—=\
|
| %
|
|

e p e A RBHAER S BE LA ARE R B R EE
o R FTALE AR RIT ANy p e - ALK R F R
SEATT R AR R G FHLE R R S A R
W2 ARAT s did el Aevinfpde Rendl g ok ffe o A P TR R
M FER AT -G AE - BH O BAY T ATRIALE L 5
TR EL A o A AT AP kT iEEE s FERL R
WF OB 2L TEROTS o APIRE {Aes o Tadek o X EFEL -

LR B Hagl i RAP A UE FRALE o

FA S s ATE > FI LR A h - B mALT L o

=¥



P &

(Z ) BZEAUR LT et e 5
(Z) IR FEIRBITE F oo 9
(B ) RFET H ZE B A e 11
LOoBAR T AT i o, 11
2. BBE] B BT e 11
I L A TR 12

(T ) 2B AL 5 oooeeoeseeseeeseseesseesssssessesssssessesss s 16

N 1 = Y 24
B v H R BT S 3E e 25

G B - 3 -+~ 25

Lo AL BT R B et 25
2. BEH R IR BRI E e 26

3. KB B R B 26

[ I 3 3 =SOSR 29
1. k3 (D.pulex) 48 /| FFE F MEZEBE o 29

2. BEfH (Hoazteca) 72 | FF& F 385 o 32

3k (C.vulgaris Beij.) 24 /] FF A 3 B35 oo 34
(2 ) B3 A T e 40



T R BT i s 41

(=) Bk B2 A3 B E oot ormsssst s 41

) S RPN, YA W - || 41

F L 44

(Z) R ERB2ZEFBRERE S e 55

By B i e 68
= gc—‘.‘jv‘[;% .............................................................................................................. 69



B P 4

Bl— ~ B ATRIE P 55 Bttt 4
SN AT ATR Y 2R BB AD T 18
Bl= ~ AT AR P S B2 4B R 21
Bl \2}%’?}];%“ CHEMARZHEAE R D M, 22
BT AL EL K EAEYANTRERIMI B, 46
Fon kAT AL EEY 2 AR IR BT e, 49
Bl= s K3 K5 Z BB BT, 49
Bl s k3 Fdmee 2 B EF BT 50
Bl4 3 E AT A5 2P 2 BT P B, 51
Bl AR T8 Z BB R BT e, 51
Blt- s R ANEFER? 2 BB EE M e, 52
Bt s PR o A5 mEdrdl2 2 £ F BT, 53
Bl =~ PR ESL ST 2 L3 F B 53
BlLtw ~ )3 Fmmdrdl 2 2 B B2 e 54
BT v BERB WL FTFHFE R L3 FHEH R s 58
Bl s RaFhet g BT F B E oy diRika 28883 H0)k.58
Bl = ~ STt bMBERELTF RAEOE SRR 2R EE A oy
...................................................................................................................................... 59
Blt A 3R ELFFE Ik 2R T EF B, 59
BlL4 ~REEBWT A REEFER2 L3 3P ERE S e, 60



FAMRET AT EREAEFERERI 2ZHEEF B3 61
EAPRELSFEF I RHE A2 AEEF P, 64
EAMRET AT EEEFE P A2 BEE S MR 64

Vil



# P &

RSB T LT F o 7
SRR AT E ER T A B A, 8
SRS EE R TR BT R, 13

N e TR e = Lo IO 14

SN R B LI IE R RIE 2 E A, 27

SR B B IEEE 2 T BIIE B et 28
~ Bold’s basal Meditm 2. 28 30 3 A e 38
A RSB EF R L K TE R s 45

-k apRFRE

\‘v.

k"?‘)l%fﬁ_k" Bttt 47

Ji

Vil



BRI AR AL E Y o E TR gt R E R 2 RS P A P
IR E ST UEEA L B LA RFNEFIN R FEH kY FETF S
AL R #d = chRB T A A - 0] o JUEZ 3 LRF ~ 3 it £ 55 b )
RA*FAME I FEPRD LS BHEF D s S EFLF LT ERR
i W RNEILE I AIRECRHY PR R LR A T g
HY JLEEFRBREFOO 0 RENET L H B hF5L 5 L H
Wit d AR ESYN G A R ERDRFL A SR S EER R L =
B R FIR R ATRE Y A e R B B R e Tk R E B kR
20 T R FRBRGTRE R KLY B S R B
EHEESE BRI AR PG NE SHF AP T AT kihp T ol E
RORBRANFF W LE - F 50T BRI R EHE RN T
ok fls AR RET Rt b w RS F R IR F G (it By iR

5GP ehd Bt iR 2 o



(=) REHRB2 T

e
g

Flp T CUERRR R R B ARG R TS Y AR
BT PiIRY D Rl c LREHBLL  BETHE TIR
A

%d A Lot /\&,P7r+g§’u+’}[}’]< SN S =27t 4 o = i &l BER=2" -3

\F‘b

BAE R FAT S KRB T A

SRR T RS R Y B2 BEFA S F RO R
BerER o
gjggg{;? hRB ¢ ’62534« AR e AR ,r,.,uaﬂﬁ’

FARAY O FWERBAFTLY R PR DL BEE e it vy A

LR AR LLFrNFPETHELT oG T B OF o1 85
ZL G AR DDT 21942 # + 3 s FiE S - 2 KA B A REL X

FA AR R L FHE S F RS BB A d R At PR
EHRB Y ERBE 0 S AT ¥~ 44 (Persistent Organic Pollutants,
POPs) - % 1960 & >3k #+ # (Rachel Carson) #73% e | #H(4# % = (Silent
Spring) ) iR F P ik B A fEenedf > 3 B § 4544 DDT #rid 2 ehpg o
HERERFEOLBEIIER > 72 W R B4 F £ 27 DDT £ % 2 4phE
01970 F A s > W2 DDT 1972 # £ Wz # 2o 2% » 0§ 4%
BP BRI 38A s DDT > M R B il BIRB FL SR E R
HLFFFIEFR L ZF LA EPEFF LI Y 0 bRES L
F- 5 7 2000 & 2% > ok R R kA A a2 G DDT 4 !
(Binelli and Provini, 2003) - &5 &L B B4 B ecnP T H L 5 FF o ¥ 44 5

‘2 A N /43
LI B IR I - T



e

FLARE m,qﬁ—a}-:}éﬁ/\f'}{?}:,pggéi-;% Z-E-Km%f%’ﬁrrﬁl— T

BEGH ¢ 50X F B2 EB 2 FBEEREAREY > 7 i5d 5o

mRERENBRE DS NS S A T Flgk e ~ ok~ KA S 'a;;%ﬁ“é
FH EA 4 kg2 ¢ (Schaeferetal., 2012) » @ 1% =& -k 48 ¥
FFEREARTEA . BB SR FAARKRIRE F AR )N
(Berenzen et al., 2005; Bereswill et al., 2012, 2013) » F]pt T & K3 R &5 * B &
EbrH{ 5o FAh 2 vt R P GEET 2 P 139 BRIEIR R T RURISRE S AR AR
NIRBEF S BRBFREFELEFEZCE 5 (Kolpinetal, 2002) » H & ip| & 82 <
iR R IR AT F AT X ARG S RF %o B A

HEBT HWAFHAF EE TP ARSI A NPT TP AR S B

7

o
3\
i
o+
-
H
B
&
(e
5
3\
()-h-
o

BERHY 2 gkt B2 BOYR &%



Kk v% iz EEito K i B S A S Ee

A
(ig‘i‘/ﬁl) )
2 | AR gl > » ok
A\ 4

O LF

A
\ 4

- - BEAkB b fi (2 > 2004)

7

Fig. 1 The fate of pesticides in the environment
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Table 1 The recommended treatment of rice

ek gt & Fifi 3
A A ?R G RESR fgs;%f@:)ﬁa Pyricularia oryzae Cav. ~ f&& Jf;;:;}%
> Thanatephorus cucumeris (Frank) Donk (=
Rhizoctonia solani Kuhn)
Hfu A Fdw Mg d ~ 2k E4E (2 k%) Nilaparvata

lugens (Stal) ~ za 4% §i Laodelphax striatellus

(Fallen)
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Table 2 Four toxicity indexes of concentration additive joint effect

Toxicity Type Identification Index
Joint effect is equal to the TU=1
Additive sum of individual toxic Al=0
effect MTI =0
A=0
Joint effect is less than the TU>1
Antagonism sum of individual toxic Al>0
effect MTI<0
1>A>0
Joint effect is greater than TU<1
Synergism the sum of individual Al<0
toxic effect MTI>0
A>1
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Table 3 The physicochemical properties and toxicity information of

thiophanate-methyl

R o i S
B L thiophanate-methyl
[ S - A Dimethyl

4,4’-(o-phenylene)bis(3-thioallophanate)

CASE Number 23564-05-8

O

3 = i
F PPN

@r\mr\

A3 N C12H14N404S2
3£ (gmole™) 342.4
“HEL (257C) &5 L5
%8 (C) 172
&4 & (25C) 0.0095 mPa
ki fER (237C) R S R A
Octanol/water partition coefficient (Kow) 1.50
4% LCs (48h) (mgL™) 78 (Jrfif)
110 (#_4.)
k% LCs(48h) (mgL™) 20.2
'k 3 ECs (96 h) (mgL™) 0.8
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Table 4 The physicochemical properties and toxicity information of carbendazim

e LA B
w2 L carbendazim
(- 4y - methyl benzimidazol-2-ylcarbamate
CASE Number 10605-21-7
B L@
N >~OCH3
@[ pani
N
A3 N CoHoN3O2
A58 (gmole™) 191.19
‘L (25°C) FARCN
za (0) 302-307
F# & (257) 65 nPa
kixfER (24C) (mglL™h 28 (pH=4)
8 (pH=7)
7 (pH=8)
Octanol/water partition coefficient (Kqw) 0.139-0.173
g (kg L 1.45
4.4 LCs(96h) (mgL™ 0.83 (Jfi)
0.61 (#_4.)
>8 (Jri¥)
>17.25 ()
k3 LCs (48h) (mgL™ 0.13~0.22
'k 3 ECso (72h) (mg L™ 1.3~419
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Table 5 The physicochemical properties and toxicity information of imidacloprid

i
#e g

AL

CASE Number

e

35
A3 (gmoled)
‘L (25°C)
%2 (C)
#F & (257C)
kipfak (20C) (gL
Octanol/water partition coefficient (Kqw)
g (kgL

4% LCs(96h) (mgL™)

k3 LCs (48h) (mg L™

'k # ECso (72h) (mg L™

e

=

imidacloprid

1-(6-Chloro-3-pyridylmethyl)-N-nitroimidaz

olidin-2-ylideneamine

138261-41-3

)N|\—N02
N

~z

Cl N—H

CgoH10CINsO,

255.7

B8

H# d oo 1Y

e

144
9x 10" mPa
0.61
3.71
1.54
211 (S fi)
237 (£ ¢ Pt R &)
85

>10
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(1) -k % (Daphnia pulex)

AFAG ATIE 2 kG A HEsd s o (Arthropoda) -~ i X%
(Crustacea) -~ #® p (Diplostraca) ~ % 4% (Daphnidae) f=3 % (Daphnia) » ¢
Sk -ECRIE U UL AR P B SRR - BEF AT Ef
Bingefbo k30800 Rl v 3 Fla 4ks PSP IR e B 7 5 30 30
Bz 2t B G L 0.4mms X AR S 1.2~5mm (& S ) A k) 0 FE

SR ERRY X SN L EEE RS AN I SRR G U TSI R

w0k A RHEE RS RS AR R Bk Y 2
O RPES R TR TS LR FE YRR R E R
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WABE 2T ATTATL e REE R k3 DAL 912 0 4 k3
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Fig 2 Microscope photography of D. pulex
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(2) =4 &_& (Hyalella azteca)

HEAL- REAF o REELARPIRE £ 25 Pp g
TR RE A A S0 R AT S d TR AT T S

e Rl P gXILRETYREES oA REFRRFAFES L BEIZ
P B R A (Bioaccumulation) i £t S Al AR~ of SRR 0 B (S T
AREE AR T REF M RBHRDE LMD FXIPBP 0 - HE PR TER
AH T N R S R AN AR PSRRI S TR B ]
R ER R BN T (R IPORT P ) R ARAE T
PE-RIEBTRREWE > FIRARLEFER - FRAER S 278~ 4
KRB G A L FEHER 3 A B Y R A (Amphipod) £ 5 &

;ﬁi:f;}_gﬁ%ﬁ;}%ﬁl‘_i%i— s ARR RS T Y R g B s TR

AT TEY 2 R ARBAASKF B R (Animalia) & sd de
(Arthropoda) ~ ® #. % (Crustacea) ~ #it " 7 % (Malacostraca) ~ #§ &_p
(Amphipoda) - Dogielinotidae 44 {v Hyalella % > f# % 8- B L5 cndr f6 0 &
5 B A 497 (US. Geological Survey, USGS) 2 % R I3 - ¥
(Environmental Protection Agency, EPA) sk ik 8 x5k k4 + o A (9
1-05cm) > 420 kiR ehF LA (10-35°C) v (K pH £ 7.5-8.2 o s i~ b
ppft s TR oA e A R LR 7 (80 vl RA € ieE s § ke AR
‘b A REpE > Z2dd € 1187 & (Gnathopod) 4% fbpitad & Jen® b oo B S A0
Foifep T 528 (Marsupium, deBle #757) iz o ppdd sl BB v g RO S A
TRRY LR wwg@,ﬁswg AT AR R LM MM AR S
D4R et 3K 50% 3 75% 0 sh R AL G SRR 0 B R %
4 oo R RS 0 iﬁifcg # M 3 (Strong, 1972) - A% K TR B 4o

P 4 hiEeg (20-30C 0 ME E) T4 ERLE - A RS LSRR
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B E-FHAN wmF SR PHRGE T FLRERRLFEKRTE - 2 Rk
T kg2 ER > E O NEF L0 R REERFER o EH BT R

v A g AR B R b B e
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W=~ AR B B2 4y
Fig 3 Photography of H. azteca
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gnathnopod

presence of eggs
in the marsupial

plate

=

Ble ~ S4vprd e EPSR2 BRGS0 g la~shn 8

FoOHEE AR T (b) Frp A~ A 0 £ 7 2% (Ralston-Hooper et al.,

=

2009)
Fig 4 The sexual discrimination of amphipod (a) Male amphipod (b) Female
amphipod
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(3) -z & (Chlorella vulgaris)
G TER 2 R EA S S S R (Plantae) ~ % %™ (Chlorophyta) ~ %
7% &% (Chlorophyceae) ~ %3 % B (Chlorocaccales) ~ %z %4+ (Chlorellaceae) ~
%3k % % (Chlorella)® w33 % (Chlorellavulgaris) » * -] 3% % o -] 3k & 4.8
WP A AEPAS AR ERA B2 3-8um s AR - 17

GANIREZ P A Ho SokA BB 3 PR g

[

e+ &a g

R SRR SR A T A TR AEE RS S TR
AR HB A ML B A ARt T s kY E L

SEF Y RS S 2 P sy PO A (Lletal., 2007) o Fe ) 3R
RA LI PRBRORERL P 2 TSRS el - o

A AP g 40 e ERE IR R A Mk Bk 0 B g
#] acetyl-CoA carboxylase (ACCase) ~ #r+1]%5 5 2 = (Lipid Synthesis Inhibitor) ~
Protox inhibitors m“fr‘ A ks S PR (Maetal, 2002a) o &A% |
WA G end LY > LI F Y - #6% % Chlorella pyrenoidosa 4 4

A FAH Y BF o dpfa 2 0 7 A S FE g 2L (Maetal, 2002b) -
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RERE S 2 REL PP IHAT RF T EoF o U RY T iES
IF 3B Ere s WLEN  Ra R EwT §1 47 b end Bony
HYWHRBEY 2 A4 3 g RS A
Aokw e BIEsh s ATE DA MEAM T A S R

FOLEE R ARG RR L kY LR R b2 R PR

¥ - i

AETERFEZ AR (K TR SR R R A A
MR 0 R OB AR R AR L e 0 P3RS 4R R R

PESRR A TR S PRt BRR S BT ¥ hd B REP

\\\
<
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(=)

LR e e

IR T L

Lo R

(1) &4
a. # 7'z (Acetonitrile) : Merck » & 99.5% > HPLC ‘& ;3 #| o
b. ? & (Methanol) : Merck » % & 99.9% - LC &3 #| o
c. ¥ A % &% (Thiophanate methyl) &% %. : p 5 CHEMSERVICE,
Germany > & 99.5% -
d. B %% (Carbendazim) %% & : ptp SIGMA-ALDRICH,
Germany > & 99.2% -
e. # " (Imidacloprid) &% %. : s RDH » % & 99.9% -
(2) RERA
a. ® »ac R Ap & 47 & (High Performance Liquid Chromatography,
HPLC) : HITACHI Primaide 1410 pump and 1110 UV detector
b. & 47 ¢ 4L : C-18 column (KANTO CHEMICAL Co., INC. Mightysil
RP -18 GP 250-4.6, 5 um) °
C. % Fo¥cipA 17088
d. 10mL = &35 : p ~ SIBATA = & o
e. 50mL ~ 250 mL #.38'&E4r
f. 10mL 13 ¢ 5
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2. R BB ek e R

(1) = A% mx
FPbmg2 7 A FERLERESR K I0mML 2 T 2P T
M B D 10mbls sE% 3t ¢ e o 5 500mgL™t 2 7 A 5 sk
BARER R o ) BB RAE 2,10,50,100,200 mgL?t 2 T A % %
EBERKBERAR N2 1,2,510,20mgLt 2 7 A 5 iR GER
i

() b3

ek

7% 7% ° HPLC-DAD # ip|if i 2 $ § Sded = & £ = #7577 o

oY
=

b
(2
by
o

Mgz b FRERES £ 10mL2 T 57 0 LT iET
F210mLo G534 ¢ R Hg 0 2 L 500mgLt 2 BN E R g RS
o I ARERRAE 2,5,20,50,100mgLt 2 B FEFERKRER
Bk 0102 1,2,25,510,20mgL™" 2 B R MGE B KB SRR o
HPLC-DAD 1 jplif 2 2 4 £ #4rd = 81 4 = #7157 o

@) &

L

Ry
\?m;

4\-\

10mg 2 Fd e FHEE R > %0 10mL 2 2 BH5g?Y > 117 f g

e

2 10mL > BEH AR 4 B g 0 2t 5 1000 mgLt 2 F i vk R OE

~.

Bi e FI* R AR Y 25 50, 75,100 2 B R R AR o

I

HPLC-DAD  plif it 2 % ¥ M4k = 2 4 = #77 o
3.0k ¥ & LRI
B EMRBERRTEREEF R~ KBTS REE B he W (O h)
Baiggh % 8L (24,48 3 72h) 2 HPLC-DAD i pl-k # R HER > Rk

l'-a-l»ﬂ?'z"\°r_]%""51£$$‘1$5§t"}§z€‘.rr;}ﬁ'1\’§,_ —\m%%—'—\o
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%2 ~ 00 HPLC A 45 h ks ¥ B2 51

Table 6 Pesticide detected condition by HPLC

B % R & g 7= ik PEIRAR -F
(nm) % mL min™ ul
LI QA 270 50 50 1.00 10
boa 270 50 50 1.00 10
Fidow 270 80 20 1.00 10
Foo REHRTEATIEERTZHRESR
Table 7 The calibration and determination coefficient in HPLC condition
B # wEHR G
TR RE % kB y=43231x + 42105 0.9954
kB y=149447x - 203528 0.9772
S % kR y=46545x - 12298 0.9998
kR y=47101x + 19425 0.9989
Fidow B kR y=119471x + 42613 0.9997
kR y=143961x - 5389 0.9990

27



4. % TLiese

%16 HPLC-DAD 4 47 > B3| A% P F M~ 7 ~ BER -k P L #Eoh

R AR E kR 2 BEER

ZREERGRY X T RERLAR

FoN kY X g iRk WRIER

W

\q*

3

Table 8 Detected concentration of pesticides in water stability test

—ﬁ = d’g')if‘]’ L S rﬂﬂ"“;,f}; L

Pesticide Nominal Test period
concentration  Oh 24 h 48 h
(mg L)
Thiophanate- 0.5 0.496+0.01 0.537+0.24 0.554+0.08
methyl 5 6.559+0.24 8.500+1.23 10.26+1.83
100 107.99+4.41 162.42+4.51 161.90+23.23
Carbendazim 0.2 0.285+0.0009  0.295+0.0016  0.2998+0.0131
2.5 2.569+0.421 4.265+0.781 6.461+0.789
15 18.241+1.083  12.310+0.521  11.842+1.685
Imidacloprid 8 6.796+0.035 8.463+0.268 9.868+1.237
100 89.941+1.08 113.510+1.975 146.197+3.187
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(=) &3 MH#F=%
1.7k % (D.pulex) 48 -] ¥ & 3 4 325%

(34 iFF k&S iR 22—k 3 #-k 3% NIEAB901.12B2005)

(1) %4
BA (0-50°C) ~ B F R & pH3 ~ R FHcs - W ET R HF K

N

B B vUF A~ mRp I (AL -500mL 2 100mL) -~ % = (T L

0.1 mg) -~ 4L # %4 ~ Spearman LCsp f= ECso iz & 425 ©

(2)
k=% - 282 2@ kTR (RES)

R & 4 96.0 mg
Fifa4f (CaSO, + 2H,0) 60.0 mg
B ik 4% 60.0 mg
F (b4 4.0 mg

(3) k3 5%

Q. MiES Y kR o p EILfFE kL AL R Y A 0 R -
Mok B FACHE 300 & o o R S P s i SR o

b. P AT TEFR2IKE = FEEFZTEB o

C. B2 KB FHEIBRHFER - K> W25:1C > ABPERF paks
16 -] p¥ o kB3 & 5 10~20 umol of photons/m?/S (100-200 lux) -

d SHEBEFLI S % 2R3 7= X7 F408 5% -

e. AN AF AMAFRFLF LA RF A 5mgLt i o

f 5K R R Ul RN L S B AR KR B REE S A
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3 50%F1 K
g ki mé&$H i zki&E (Chlorellasp) 248 kR R -+ T2 L 5 B lwie

Moo @ gl IRES R BRE KPR A RAREARY B&T

(4) = v pEdb kB 2 PUE
RIGEA 24 o] pF 30 & A R TR B PHE S ROk B 0k 500 mL 2 dr
REAOmML 2 FfE ok KRR AAASFEEIEEN AR B H- T

TOEW A kTR 2 24 ] RN 2 kS -

(5) &% 3#5% (Screening test)
a. #6100 mL 2 Wedr 4+ 5 e 5 - e G gt o N 50 mL 2 fFfE ok
Vo i ske o pF 50 mL100% R KBk il AR L R B
ER o
b * Bripdsaitc k2 24 | PrRRSRN 2 K3 B AR 0 F BUER
Mg Rk e
C. BLE24 [ pPFp k3 5= i) edk o

d F2 |FrHRE™ = 5P 8E3010% ke 54130 10% 5 pl-k

T
—=\
¢
kT
1+

it - R TRk o
e. KB I A 2521 C BRI RS * A G kB AFR X 16| PFo
f. THBemIHRE = 5 AE010% P-REEEF P 7 FmET

B

(6) rx =375 (Definitive test)
Q. FEEGFEHR A L HBREF RS B F SR BRRURIR S R Y F R

e 5 kR - $REER 5 100 %Ak -
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b. 5 5 3EZ L3 FH > ZFREARRET 3B 100mMLEF B FEETE & B
BEAF PN R 5 EoRE o kAL S0OmML R e BT RE2 5 BIERS
15 & 24 | EPRREZ KR TF SRR S

C. A iRACKIRA HRE KRB LR TR A2 24
PEREELSZ KRR N BIREFEN o

d. RIREF S 48 FF > ARR i 2 2521°C 0 RIRE R 0 K3 A EARS
kP RaiEE X 16 /) pF o

®
-~
[

R B AR ek A HP o R R E IR sk
BE PHETREKFTH -

(7) & % R
KB 2 M RRER I BB AR A U SHINE o SR
FEMEFPED SR PHEERERTEF B TERELL TS o

@) &+

b, WUk F MHEERD > RAN LY Z P bur TR % YRRk 2 AR
F - 3T 530 FBE 10 TRk 0 0 RBH T3 LC50 & o
C. drkstRRE - FAziE 10% 0 PIRRE R T HY 0 L E o

d. FETA% K3 287 FAZE 24 /) pF o

(9) LCso 3+ &
i e 2 BRA U EEREFEFBRER B L) RS FERRS DR

e Fie— H kR E% 0 552 SPEARMAN 4258 » 3 * Trimmed
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Spearman-Karber Method % 2+ LCso #c & ©

(10) 4538 3 4 ok i &

B 53 F 4 CACly RFEF % > BIFFATE Y 2k 3 g B > #7182 ECg iE

50100305 mg L™ sk 2 ¢ 2 %% FapiT (LCsp=0.105mgL™) » 7]

PLRERLATR F 2 RS BRI E R o

2.3 8 A (H. azteca) 72 /| P & 3 [HiR%

(M) % #

B (250mL~1L) -~ PEODAC CRYSTALCIL SINTERED GLASS

CYCLINDER MEDIA % B &#5# B iattdd 2 &+ % (Bfe®

FB) ~EBEE BRI E - 2 & e (05m/m-s1m/m-~20m/m) -~ 4

(40°C) ~ = f= o

(2) |

TAYAGI Ocean Life NO.1 Sun-Flower -k f, i5 3 ¥ £ # &l

(3) 4 T A5 &
a TR 2K AR TR T VIR KT o b R (b ek B kE

WECZ P EA G TEAY U ARES - # LA GE -

WEHELF O REARIFESFRE IR F - R R B ALE 200

LI R N S RS
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CoRTORGIEHML Y ERAS > B K Z PSR A EE S 1

TR S LR

(4) =4 B A2 i
A ThREFEERY TR 2B H O OMWMEE - Ro P EWERS 240 BT
FA o I0L e B o2 A3 d 2 2T ANL 2m/m -
Im/g~05m/m> ¥=B X Z3xr'dir? » B HERGRILT LI L HE
A R R 0 P EREARES X o
b. kB#EH%ke it * T L AMEZO0ST 18 ¥ ABFIFTE 2

e

() &3 Lk Bid%

a WEHFE (Bk) gasiile TERT BRERKRER > 22 L
Ao R - EE Y RIRAEARIS S 200mL o § L2 600 ML GE IR R 0 R R
ez ARMEBEZHFEHY A F L A B2 200mL o~ 250 mL 2 Edr P o

b. & - e » EELNT Mo

C. MEMFFERYE - ROBLH 0L 5 %l o

d. # p4-k4k 10% > 2 10 mL A& i ¢ s dR 0 L 4e > RTavR R
¢ o

e. #Eh (72/]p) o a5 -Gy FEERES S o FiE R
EEAE > PR s g EMe &~ od P o

o @AnMBE Bk g BHCHL - B3 HEH -

(6) LCso 3 &

S FHA U EER L TES LRE RFL D RS FRER DT
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FiE7i8 - kR #% > 51811 SPEARMAN #%5¢ » 3@ * Trimmed

Spearman-Karber Method % 3+ LCso #c i ©

3. ] %% (C.vulgaris Beij.) 24 -] P & & 1 3E5%
(3% R imE kA3 B = 2 —E4# kX NIEAB906.10B - 2004

B iREoL? %2 atkipl > E—o g5 B2 NIEAES08.00B » 2002)

(1) & &
ARG (0-50C) ~pH3 ~ s fn A% LEnd3 (27£1C) ~» %
kB3 (7 * Infinite® 200 PRO + i-control 1.8.20.0) ~ % 4= (¥ #4=1 0.1
mg) ~ BF % & (7 ik 100~200 pmol.m?s™®) ~ = &4a¥g (125 mL £ 250
mL) ~ s (LL) ~ & ARk y ~ R EHMRE kit (Fafki
60+1°C) ~ g fs (M 723000 7 +) ~ g d (10mL) ~ B F -

7k (4C)

(2) 3 H|
o4 athb sk (=383 k) ~10%FEzr P 5334
% 1“ 45 (CACly « H0) ~90% (VIV) ¢ A2 (A 45%) ~1MHCI (£ 82.9mL
HCI(37% £ 1.19) »f4e» 1L L 45 k) Mt u £ @ * £ 8 (F
seik B 0AmgLY) o ®orEATE A A BRlEL A#s 4R 0 7 Bold’s

basal medium (10X) (HIMEDIA) - H & 4cdk 4 #57F o
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(3) I sk s &
a. F*p AR A4z %G E wee ] 2k (C.vulgaris Beij) 0 &k S5
#3001 -
b. #-imres 0 LLptag 2 ® > 4o r 08Q - 50 A 423 kf
B R HERLO0ImOLTY S RBT i 0 L R F o
C. #FwreHENAHBLRY > R LI BRRAAFLFEETREELZ

T e EmAE A H A B A 0030t s

a MERRZESFARRL24PPFEAR 2 BB ITL 2 REF 2P H R
Ppo BB 27040 D w=In (Ai/A0) /24 - A0 : A ez R E S E a ik
B Hi-hppb(ugl™h) A RlREEL ErESE akR o

b. £%% atkpli * k¥ £% % atgp|> 22— BI B2 o iR UMER
¥ 2don Bt F ) o 32 3000-5000 g e A 10 A 4 #t
G dy o Bo10mL 2 R de » G R OCHR ShE e B o B2 60°C oKk

PRI ERFAEEEY > ARBTEERI0OA 4 FERPFESE 10

2K EALEE NI S
C. /JwBddpey @LRE > BE R g FE > L4 10 24510
FeEITE o % BB F 200 pl b FiRek o~ 96 P o s R4
d sk B3l E Ak £ 750 nm #2665 nm 2wk sk {5 0 A 5] 5 Egesa v Evsoa ©
d. 4 2uLIMHCI 3>t 9634 4 7 » 4R (54§ 30 46> £ATRIEH
% 750 nm £ 665 nm 2_ w3k i@ o gt 4 w5 Egesh fo Evsop ©
e G ARMD ¢ k& 665 nm 2wk Eaets i 750 nm 2 Rk BT S T 2

ek Sk g o
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¥k {8 ek i Cepsa=Eeesa-E7s50a
& 18 erx 3k (8 Cepsp=Egesn-E7s0n
fokfRz ESFakR  CHARREIE TSNP HERFEZ ESF a
R (Ca, pgL™) ° Ca=29.62 (Cessa-Ceesp) X Ve/Vs o (Ve @ 7% 2z frdl
Vs kiR )

g F-H)rAFICCREZZ REIHE iz ppb &7 2

(5) & HiEs%
a. PlEA A2 R ES 3 akidF 4 0.15~0.30 ppb 2 F (F F 2 e i
(12~2.4)x10%) o pli#sz AP 5 24 | pF o igid 4 ¢
1. £ BB % A& : 100~200 pmol/m?/s -
2. KR ARIBPTHET 2 KRR
I BERR 1 27T1C -
4, 33 1 70110 rpm/min z_ ik SEdE I B & o
b. 120.2 um 3 iE 2 gt ok Ak ¥ 2 B P et TR g 0 2 Rk
HRSEFER - BRFF MRk o HER L 100%H K
C. HREfrl HFERZ FRIKRA S EI8mML 302 44057 > A5
e ImL10 BikR 2 Adsp ik 0 R E9g o
d »wgz Fplipg e pselmbz Ehie (ERik s 7 10025ppb £ % % a

SRS ER) R AN TR L E BRI TSR

[
,\“,l

PR RG24 LB RRE

@
4

EERRPERRR HOT RS S Fee 2 Bl A RERFF

RSB FRE TR o

Lok R RS 5 SRR R T AR SRR BT
fOEREme A LGP AR d kR B
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FER 335 C w38 3 P R drd) 2 de é,%)";?a@]]\ s IR B2 ﬁ"%$
R P 0 RIGE 1%%&&*% ed EF REB2ZB G Rk
et R RSPyl AR R o F BRI B T

Mt B kR 2 50% 5 R o

(6) ECs0 2. 3+ &
a 1R AR RRR S e 2 R M R R0 e 24
P REE A E A K g SR 50%4r4]2 k& (Median inhibition effect
concentration, ECsp) % # % & #r#4])k & (No observed effect
concentration, NOEC) - ECso 2. F;2 12 Bl f#;# (Graphic method) %
2. »NOEC P2 szt N B2 p #67% Fozo > 02 K 24 R ez 95%
» o - Mok k2 ECsofr NOEC 17 & 5 (%) #Frf kR £ 72 ©
b. * wplFL R kHERE T

W

BE AR AR A =
ST T Fa
C i FRIGET S § R Rd d B E R R R RS

2ATR R e

(7) T4 425 5 %
% 54 & $ CACl WF 7 S o RlE | 3 S e & > #7122 ECxo 18 5 0.089

mgLt #iesk k¢ 2 4 AT (ECso=0.090 mg L) » )t mzassie

(‘,

Z fﬁ;ﬁ gt & st
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% 4 -~ Bold’s basal medium z_ % =% = &

Table 8 The ingredients of Bold’s basal medium

Ingredients mg/100 mL
Sodium nitrate 0.00025
Calcium chloride « 2H,0 0.000025
Magnesium sulphate 0.000075
Potassium phosphate dibasic 0.000075
Potassium phosphate monobasic 0.000175
Sodium chloride 0.000025
EDTA 0.000050
Potassium hydroxide 0.000031
Ferrous sulphate « 7H,0 0.000005
Sulphuric acid 0.000001
Boric acid 0.000011
Zinc sulphate « 7H,0 0.000009
Manganese chloride « 4H,0 0.0000014
Molybdenum trioxide 0.0000007
Copper sulphate « 5H,0 0.0000016
Cobalt nitrate « 6H,0 0.00000049
TOTAL 1.02
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2

AL A ML RRE 0 @Y nE R £ 3 M H = (Mixture Toxic Unit)

d, d,
Z TU = +—
LC50, ' LC50,

STU @ %3 Hipse H =

dy @ & 245 1 ek &
dy © P4 H 2k R
LC50;, : «3—']?_4'"? 1 R ER

LC50, & & 144 2 ch 57 )k &

ESTUSL B4 7 & 4 3 Daedaier > 24 PR35 > STUSL B84 fdp 4

T4 > XTUL Pl A Ie (5% > 2 3 3% c B3 [2Apsc B R H¥0R & 2 ¢

~ 1

¢
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(2) s a i
L7k R LCs 2 SPEARMAN #25¢ » & * Trimmed Spearman-Karber
Method g2t o JER IR F2 Bl i@ * ttesti2 (7445 ERFH L B T8
rargRRgE 2o (1 p<0.l; **:p<0.05) o XA MR EPF & * Rsoftware

* dose-response curve (drc) & # > J* three-logistic model 3 #icg & ¥ 8B 7

(Ritz and Streibig, 2005) -
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(=) Bibk B2 & %

Lokd
kORI R A

tokd ek F LE%RE
FRAFAP AR EEEPH G EERE T E SRAF A o AP KHY (B
T F- LexaF o w2mglts ka2
Lk g

hER 0.04mg Lt o W
T OUFREIT80mMgLTy 4 F - L
5 1747mgL* > B X% LCs 5 0.10mg L™

B o

s h g (B

B is o @ f»_'\g '/,'F"T'/‘g‘:‘:"/r’LCw‘v‘

S
Fi#EmeiLCe 5 62.17mg L™ e ¥ @ aitat k3 @ 5 o A
PR RESTZ o RGAFEERE B AR

#+-) »ie* E-k3 (D.magna)

B ok B iR A RS Rt (

LB A P erE LGy v bR L 013-022mg Lt A 5 iR L 202mg LT
Tk 3 (D. magna)

does 85mg Lt kAR cABH e A Y Y o R %
F BT A% F (Canton, 1976) > B1 7 * 2 % REFE LB

FH RS 2 Pk P § 4 AP RE Y e fBRE K
ok d AL RA L R > D, pulex s%8 A e

LA £ AT NS

% 1 LCs REF M » ¥ 4% |5 K s

3t 3 i R R .
mP RS EEEFRILTF T AL FEEE

wokh L F e g 3
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2. BB
B BT FERAFOEFBERY AR IRE B A %A
PRAGRER o R AT FEOHEEI MG (B41) HEARILF 2

AR E B E R R A TFY (B) RIEG 2R E LS B %R &

WY A3 BARFE LI PEF  RAML FFT2 AR AT F
S A

Bl fhidwpgssrmn (+-2) ¥ LCso (B fR gL H 14
A fEx8 KB k17K > Gammarus fossarum % & ** F i e ECsg (24h)(effect=Fr &)
% 0.07mg L™~ LCs(48h) % 0.8 mg L™ (Lukancic et al., 2010) > Gammarus pulex
¢ LCsp (72h) % 0.405 mg L™ (Ashauer et al., 2011) » $* & f623 & A % eV PEF & #

e fh AN AR T 0 BRI AR ST S A b R R

AR s PR B R R AR EEw
pro HrEf2 A 5 6-% s &k (6-chloronicotinic acid, 6CNA) ¢ & % & # G
fossarum 3 #-i& ;A &+ (rapid swimming) -~ & J&iE & (hyperactivity) ~ % 2 & » g
(disorientation) fm A 4 (Malev etal., 2012) -t #5535 B & 506 3 4 4E P
Neomysis integer % g 5 #SpeA A& P o974 24 e g2 & i (avoidance
response) #p iz (Roastetal., 2000) » izt /Ed F chk g 4 4 ARG A F X 1)
SX=E - SR E 2 S LR E A
S - A NI T R TR-E SRRk S SR R B U E TR
BALIREF BE - BEar R B4 Aa3udFtomdd 2o 4 4%
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Table 9 Lethal concentration 50 of acute toxicity tests in different species

Pesticide (mg L™) Species
D. pulex H. azteca C. vulgaris  ECs
LCso (48h) LCso (72h) (24h)
Thiophanate-methyl 17.47 1.72 >50
(13.14-23.22)% (0.76-3.89)%
Carbendazim 0.10 0.41 >50
(0.07-0.16)% (0.3-0.56)*
Imidacloprid 62.17 0.053 77

(37.15-104.03)°

(0.0356-0.0773)?

a: 95% confidence interval (95% CI)
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Table 10 Laboratory data compared to literature data

Pesticide (mg L) This research Literature
D. pulex D. magha
Thiophanate-methyl 17.47 20.2°
25.1°
Carbendazim 0.10 0.13-0.22°
0.23°
Imidacloprid 62.17 85°
39.387°

a: Pesticide manual

b: US EPA
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Table 11 Laboratory data compared to literature data

Pesticide (mg L) This research Literature
H. azteca G. fossarum G. pulex
Thiophanate-methyl 1.72
Carbendazim 0.41 0.075° 0.077
0.051°
Imidacloprid 0.053 0.07° 0.405°
0.8
a: ECs (7d) d: LCs (48h)
b: LCso (7d) e: LCso (72h)

c: ECso (E=effect, paralyzed)
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Fig. 5 Mortality after D. pulex exposed to carbendazim
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Fig. 9 Mortality after H. azteca exposed to imidacloprid
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Fig. 10 Growth inhibition after C. vulgaris exposed to thiophanate-methyl
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Fig. 11 Growth inhibition after C. vulgaris exposed to carbendazim
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Fig. 13 Mortality after D. pulex exposed to carbendazim and imidacloprid
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Table 12 LCso of mixture pesticide in D. pulex

Treatment (mg L™) LCso (48h)  =TU
Thiophanate-methyl 17.47
Carbendazim 0.10
Imidacloprid 62.17
Carbendazim with 1.8 mg L™ (NOAEL) imidacloprid 0.12
Carbendazim with 3.6 mg L™ (LOAEL) imidacloprid 0.08
Equitoxic mixture (carbendazim-+imidacloprid) 2.62°
Thiophanate-methyl with 1.8 mg L™ (NOAEL) imidacloprid 8.35
Thiophanate-methyl with 3.6 mg L™ (NOAEL) imidacloprid 4.16
Equitoxic mixture (thiophanate-methyl+imidacloprid) 0.27"

a: XTU>1, antagonism

b: ZTU<1, synergism
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Table 13 LCso of mixture pesticide in H. azteca

Treatment (mg L™) LCso (72h)  =TU
Thiophanate-methyl 1.72
Carbendazim 0.41
Imidacloprid 0.053
Equitoxic mixture (carbendazim+imidacloprid) 0.62°
Equitoxic mixture (thiophanate-methyl+imidacloprid) 0.22°

a: XTU<L1, synergism

b: 2TU<1, synergism
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Table 14 Mixture toxicity effect of mixture exposing (TU=1:1)

Treatment D. pulex H. azteca

Thiophanate-methyl
+ Synergism Synergism

Imidacloprid

Carbendazim
+ Antagonism Synergism

Imidacloprid
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