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Research progress on microbial degradation of sulfonylurea herbicides

WANG Xin'™* NI Zijun' LI Zhaoxing' SONG, Lei' BAO Jia' ZHANG Huiwen’

(1. School of Science,Shenyang University of Technology, Shenyang, 110870, China;
2. Institute of Applied Ecology,Chinese A¢ademy, of Sciences, Shenyang, 110072, China)

Abstract; Sulfonylureas are a group of novel herbicides with high efficiency, low toxicity and high
selectivity, which has been widely used in rice, corn, wheat and soybean fields for the control of
weeds, and their application dosages have been increased year by year. However, the trace residues
of sulfonylurea herbicides in soil:can.cause phytotoxicity to sensitive succeeding crops. Degradation of
herbicides by microorganisms would be an effective method for bioremediation of the polluted soils.
The sources of degrading sirains, the species of microorganism that can degrade sulfonylurea
herbicides, as_well as the research progress of degradation enzyme both in China and abroad in
recent years were reviewed. In addition, the degradation pathways of different kinds of sulfonylurea
herbicides by related degrading strains were briefly introduced. Finally, the problems that need to be
solved were put forward and the future research trends in this field were prospected, which can
provide references for seeking efficient degrading microorganisms and genetic engineering methods to
repair sulfonylureas-contaminated soil and water environments.
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R AR R B2, 2 T B R SR B bR BT K B B AR b A b ) 2
B TR 324 N0k i LR A B 50 b IR BR SR B B A A SRR R T g
11% . F [0 FH A0 IR A e ARG % o s o | S M b e ik R i A 2 (ELRE | o T B TR R IS B3k e 50 L
AARFE RN AL PERNESR (A (B AT 17E Lo rh A B T AR 0 Gy ) e K R 0 K Mk i
JE Y B E AR AR K R A S R gAY

RZIFTEUE , TR ) e g i DR R PR DR IS B R R R Y ey B2k e 2 — (H H AT R 28
DURTRIR T A B 11070 75 B AR A | RO e g I A 00 V) A e ML T 457 0 e i Il ) s 122 17 2
AT FEMLELAS | DRI, SCREXT S JLAR i A BLAK) BE A5 I it il B FUR IS Bk 5590 14 R RO U A B BHBIE N B3 3oF o
it TR HH ) St R RIVRE O R A B TR A T A6 RN, FHEAT 1 Sk | Bt 1 2% U I i 7 ) TR O ol 42 J
AT T B TR LA IR IS B 50 1 Sl W R AR IE SR LA T T R 4.

1 FEREAEMIRF BT (Access to degradation microorganisms )

T WITEBR R R A vh A ¥4 S 0OVE T, H RS R A TR bR 0938 A2 2 PIAS  — IR £
A R P A T 7 12 5 o A W 9 TR e Y R KR RS2 T G i PR v R AR T TR S RS A B R 28K
ok e AT 2R B R A AR R e B T 0 V3RS HAR AP A9 0 1 E 2R EAF 4 il
1.1 IS YRR R A B R

RS2 5 Y ) R A8 R GE TP SRR S, NSNS Byt A T e S s 9 BN 1k, PN 5L B 105
TRV KA 5 7K A $HE b 58 A2 83 7005 % ) PR A 0T v 0 6 1 KA ] B A PR B R A e, 36 1 9028 T
AR S R T A AN [ 288 114 i R AR I 25700 X R A e 12 5 e 790 P TR ARSI 31 R A 1R i 3 e e 2 A1 S % e
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Table 1 Categories and sources of sulfonylurea herbicides degrading microorganisms and its degradation characteristics

Wief R i Ak

BRELH] 22 90 B 4 WAy R Wi A1 Desradation rate
Name and structure of herbicides Microorganisms Source Degradation conditions 8 ’
and source
Pl Pseudomonas pH 7.0 .30 C 35526 d
"""" nitroreducens e S ’ _ >90%! 7]
o RERIHIEIE 50—300 mg-L™!
) . pH 7.0.35 C #55:5d,
Klebsiella sp. Y1 TRy - 3918
ebsiella sp AT KEHIEIREE 20—100 mg-1,”! >58.3%
Bacillus subtilis . 30 C, i35 d .
2 3 ) s 2]
YBI RETIK i 2 mgoke 86.2%
O,
— H o
7 N\YN BN pH 65,3657 4,30 C,
=N gro:ﬁ\o N Aspergillus niger YF1 255K R S ¢ 17, >80 %3
-0 07 N REFHRIRE 100 mg- 17!
|
Oceanisphaera sp. ey ik 15d, [25]
LAM-WHM-ZC IR REHIARE 20 mg-kg ™! 77
Pseudomonas sp. R pH 7‘.0,5%?‘%@;,17{3’% 7d, | 64,505 1261
YN-8 30 °C, IRV 100 mg L
Serrati ey N NP
e TS Hide 4 d, 25PN 10 mgeL”! 93.6% 2%
marcescens N80
Pseudomonas g 28 °C, B9k 1 d,— & A, 25709 77.50(19)
Sluorescens SG-1 JRIRE 412 mg-L™! =7
Bacillus cereus e 30 C, 1% 5 d, 84,3041

YQ14 ZIRIIIRIRIE 5 mg- L™
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a3
4o p y %I AL
B RS Bk i e fiiﬁo JJ%
Name and structure of herbicides Microorganisms Source Degradation conditions ©
and source
TR
brevibacillus L H 7.0,37 C, %3720 h ;
0] P ’ o o, [12]
AN 8 choshinensis 18 SRBIAHIE 10 pgemL! 48.7%
N 8 O—
-0 H N
-S% N\<\ ) o
HN\( N /. btrepﬁoT713,.ces i pH*8.0,37: OC? %7520 h | 13,8001
0 o albogriseolus IFWIERE 10 pg-mL
/
ok )
H H Bacillus sp.BS2 e — __[10]
O,
sy O
0 0 Ny -
@;‘/OH \[/ Pseudomonas sp. g 30 C %4 d, 5001
0 ~H N2 SERBIIAIKIE 200 mg-L. ‘
WL IE e
—\ 0
. 0]
0] o / 2 Acinetobacter sp. g pH 7.0,30 C %5577 d T795013)
SN SN w17 LRI PIARIE 20 mg- L ‘
< HN- N
O \Z o |
N
H (0]
i
-
oo I H6.9,31.8 C %5 d
oo (I) N)\N Kurthia LAMO713 TR P o P 4 < " o 949,121
§~ Py )\\ i IR 50 mg-L
NTONTNTTO
O H H |
R
o/
0] . 2 =)
\\S:/:: o = Klebszella' e I;H~7.(i,»l”2% 10 d,5%_?l§ﬂ:£,34 €% 07 650%115)
NN / prieumoniae 75B RV 50 mg-L
oo Mo
WE W} il .
. eI e Pseudomonas o pH 7.0-7.5,25-30 C, i 48 h el
s syringae LXL-3 ZFWIER A 100 mg-L™! v
\ /I OH
L o
//S\ //< N‘( o =)
o H N’(\ /N Ochrobactrum sp. 1 pH 7.0, 3557 10 d,5% Rl ,40 C 24 99 50,20]
HONA ZWs16 AU 50 mgeL" R
kA e
Cl
0 00 0O
JL /W/ Pseudomonas TPRSHIIE 200 mg- 17",
Hi g aeruginosa MB-1 it Hi% 3 d’l%%ﬂ%’ 75% 27
NN g SRIAEE 200 gL
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Ziakl
" ; R R b
BB Rt B i Rl RERREE L it
. . . . - Degradation rate
Name and structure of herbicides Microorganisms Source Degradation conditions
and source
=177
e P pH 6.03,28.13 C,
al S T I 1.94HERI i B S 88.95% >
N )NI\)\:L S RIEERE 10023 L.
P .
HN” N7 O Enterobacter sp. - H 6.63,30.25 °C {5555 d .
0 P SEMETEY p ’ »SHIT 30
M NN 87.57% %
1?N’J§o D310-5 ! A 101,57 mg- 17! ’
{0 Rhod R 3
= torul MU H 6.0, 2.5%3cfi i, #5730 d,25 C, :
o oron frngsg P e oot TR AT 90.749% 1)
mucilaginosa AHIRIRTRIE 10 mg-kg

T — SRR S — Not mentioned in literature.

111 A3k

Ty I R ) — BT PR AR R B BE Y BRI AR , O A R B — AR 2R A T g BS2 X A2 oK
BTG Y L RE AT B &, 345 T R4 1Y B A 58 2R Zhang 251 AR, - B 43 H 1B 20 10 1 )
NyZA42 , 5 DI 08 o 3% FRR ER A b SER IR AT, TRAR XS W1 46 e B R 200 myg - LY 2R 48 ) B2 A i 3 24
1 80%. Arya 251" 7E HH ]+ 8 b 3 B L AT TR 10—20 h PN A 200 4 A7 itk o Al s 1 0 B ik, 4 U T
BRI P €0 5 5 T8 . Wang 2515 78 AR 77 0k 6 6t [ T B 30T A9 95 S 4 398 o 07 28 1 — B Bl R 1 s 1 vk
CW17, X1 AH EE R 5.0.,20.0,50.0 mg- L™ At Ak [ 22 159K 23 il A 48.0% . 77.0% 32.6% . Carles %)
AT KA F R 0 3 H R ZE AT B Mes 11, 76 R 3 B AN [ b 28 BB 5 70) 22 B0, Mes 11 BE % [7] I [ i
B-triketone FIA BRI (415 B0 70 o R 1) AR 300 i P % s s 4 (100 e FE =398 v 20 3010 1 R 4 9 76 411 £
P 758, 5532 2 10 d X 50 mg- L7 A BR 50 2 bR 2 97.65% , 4 B 75B B AR 0T LA R0 M e figf 1 g
W 2= e 2511 AR 300l P oy I ) e T - 3% e 0 1) 1 Rk o R AR T LXIL-3, T AE 48 h PN [ fiR
100 mg- L™ FIMEMMiE 1 81% L) b, S8 58 A T F BRI

R 7 i o 2 FOR S 53 73] i e T B 14y i o 22 P e P e DX A8 A )Y Ko R i ) o i
WS R MR AR Zhao 25170 DTS Y R R b H — 1 B0 A7 A R 8 J53 1 110 4 BT Tk NSA02 FH T
ok it MR Tt B, 7E TR 30 °C RN pH 7.0 B9SR AT , X655 R M it 3 ok 55591 ¥R B R 50—300 mg - L' ) +- 1
BRI T PR S A B AR L R B P 18T 5—6 1% Wang 451 MO T I M 438 23 B8 31—k 7 B A1
FCHR Y1, 76 S I A b A TR AR 55 5738 5 d N AT XV B2 R 20—100 mg » L7 ) 0 M i [ o8 it 26 15 51 58.3%
A 5 2 B A oot T (1 T T R D 4 7 7 I 4 i AR B B .. Caurles 25 A7t Y a0 i i 8 ) A ol
Herh 4y B AR RO MU TR ZH 17T SG-1, 7 4 B A R IZ R AR BB AR 77.5% WM Bl 412 mg- L' 1)
WAt . Zhaio 55 2% Y5 1) 18 b 43 B0 1 AP BRI R VR ZWS16, X R FR R B 32 1Y Rt | BE R
Ff EM R | LR S A ik Pk IR 2 B 350, X PRI LR MR BE Sk 50 mg - L™ A MEWME B, 7 40 CF 10 d Y
1) B KA W) R R 99.5% .
1.1.2 MoKk

Bk 58 > A HASEAL TR VA R 40 A5 210 B LA b A o g i — R0 A A 1 A IR 1T vk LAMO713, U5
J& TR ECE . - RO R A S U0 25 R I X B RRTE 15 d IOXRIR R EE A 50 mg - kg™ BEAE R 1) 25 bR %
K 79.7% AW A5 72 AR U] 52 KU WAt 4 75 U ) 7K AR o 4 B A 31 5 MR ELAT R RE T (0 AT , L P 3 Bk
bR 2350 A3 W50 YF1 YBL YB2, 22 %5 YF1 Jy EL & Bl 8, YB1 F1 YB2 24 0 40 1 2 0T 1.
HA B YF1 AT 7E 5d M58 MR HA W B 2 mg - L7 B MR BSR40 18 YB1 76 5 d NI IR R
86.2%. FUE T E T AL T BNEE YR BRI IE, JFRFSE T 28 5 A I et o 2 0 2E A AT R
YB1 [ A& e = A5 AR08 T B9 T Y B J0RE 7 6T 158 v 0 i i o Fr) R A 5 SR .28 i o 14
1 mg - kg™ AR R R o g 2 A P 0 JC I S8 2 5 S SRS DI S AR v R 8 P 4%
HE e e R s Tk A A 0 T, 40 00 R R PEBRIE B LAM-WHM-ZC FlZEF0AT 3 LAMO0415 , #1 ] LAM-WHM-
ZC A& 52 M it 1 75 Y I 7E 15 d X IRIIMR BE R 20 mg - kg™ 1975 4% A i B 500 1Y) B4 ik 5
73.7% , [7) s T 4 e 22 Fh it I DR 21 o R 544).
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1.1.3 PR AL rp i 16

ARG QS FEA 2 T K A 2R 0 0 15 P 45 11 7 2 81— R I L O B VR A K A
PN E YN-8, 13532 7 d J5 , W HIHREE 7 100 me- L™ (400 5 Bk A B4R A %6 65.4% . 14 HE 4517 o A 55
Pk AR I P T 0 10 43 B AR B — R B LA AR 2 A S R 358 X e R [ A M I 10 ) {1 P
MB-1.Zhang %5 38 o Xt Tll B /K A B b o 75 U8 i S 05 5%, 40185 S — Ak ol 200 A0 00 W s I8 i 7T N8O, 46
SE PRSP TR ICH, AT 7E 4d INFEAR 10 mg - L W0 HA MR EE (0 KR WA B 38 93.6% |, [R] R B A A At itk IR R 25
PR L 25 [IRE AR 25T AT V5 8 P 7 o S — AR R B A 100.23 mg - 1" 18 G0 15 ik o o4 1 5
88.95% MYLLEK A D310-1, K5I 4 8 Fh AR ™ 1. i 0 ik B — MR R AT 1 J& B A D310-5, AL B i 254 =
TERYIHE B} 101.57 mg- L™, pH 6.63, 35 B 30.25 °C F}i3E 5 d J5 7% B bk 0 8005 B [ 22 Bk o
87.57%. F i 224 R & B IR N5 K TS D5 e 0 B8t — RIS £ B B B, [ T - TP Bh ik
JE4 10 mg-kg ™ A BERA R IR 90.74%.

DAL X5 gt TR RR A 2 430, BT AR H S R A BRBE A I 44907 L4388 H A R it 4, AR L T B
B, AN RPN B A 22 | AT RE 2 T 40 TR L AT 058 110 358 7 1 8 28 o 7% & 28738 A 1A 7 TR 1) % i
PERFFE IS, 00 v 200 I ik T 11 AR AR JES 0 T FEE AN T, X At o XS B3 0 350 10 Ak e RS SR R A, U /0 B T R
X o A R 5 4 A R EL b I ) 4 5 4 A T ) AR g SR 00 R L O o e R AL T v v S Y
DA K B0 [ st R A EL At T e ) O Bl A= P A i o, DA™K BRI AR P03 FH Y L
1.2 EMEEE%L

TR N P — R PR SR R A 33— A WA [ PR ST TR WA T e i AR, LLIA
) BRVHIE R A3E 19 F & AR R —Fh B R 5 12, a7 5 2l PN AL BT 57 | 0 e 19 31— MR e figp
M it oA S50 00 5 P R ZE AT B E-1. Arabet 282 I\ 4= 38 R ik gy B 45 31— MR g 22 2E A5 (2 LU A T4, 7T
DA A 224 1 FF) ) R IR R IS Bk B30 S i 0 k3 R - B A7 A, O e 1 8 ok I ik ok i o4 %) 1 K
Xof A AR SR R B I O T PR YQ14 EAT R A5 R Ak s e PR AR 30 °C R WA E 5 mg - L7 B9 4514
THE S d 5 SRR R 84.3% , Y E I R I RE 2F AT B
1.3 fb2Eis Rk

FHEAR 00 5 1 6 B B RR A T8 AR A B R ok 2 A 28785 | DA v e o i 3R e v 11 28 A8 AR Ry 8
BRI 325, W B AE T R 4 - SR MR A 247578 LA R 1) AR 45 07 vk 3R O RR T o) 0 1o o 451
Cob [ B UEA T BAIR () 2R AIMAZE TR A3 78 I | T 3R A B4 A0 TR e 75 28 T = s i I 1 A8 At R AR L T
JER AR IS AT BT B 1 W e 45 8T SR R AN AR T ik o S il B R AT A AR, BT AN TR Rk A ik i T I 4R,
10 mg-kg™ 0458 BTl R R 8 T LU TR A TR VR B2 50 73.16% , HLIE S 3E 357 10 AR5 MRt Al e 2F K i 4 74
5B, LIRRUE L.
1.4 ZHEMELSER

F A% 25 2T AW 2 J A it FH AR 245 1) 2 1, (AR R 58 Hh 4 245 5 B T &2 2%, SR L RE R
il B — A 24 ST ) RTRR SR T T AN 12 AFSE 3R, AN BRRR IR AS L 2 0 o ik T 0 11%) 45 R A i 1) 5 B 3
Bl B UL ] I 2 TR A A ZR R [ RR AR 9 2 ) (4 DI RV S 3% 4 24 %) o ke
i PP A oY T B B A S FS F31 BRI AR S N 1 mg- kg SR AR A I A0 R A
P, JHG o B B i R ) e, ZEUEA T T e R A AL ERAE S STt B P31 AR I AR A S AR AT ik
86.43% , FiAE —JCE A AL TN A/ 5 0] g — 4R o A R RIOR

2 {300 P fiR i A0 P R B X 7 A8 G IR 25 BR E5 5 P& f% P B9 52 A ( Application of microbial degrading
enzymes and degrading genes in the degradation of sulfonylurea herbicides)
T W08 A 24 14 ik R 5 7 A 0 R e il 52 L) 328 P B2 0 0 R B R SR A AT e it
T3 BB U, T S SBCH 56 fire I A0 I e Tl Ak I 2 LU T U W B AT R 2448 52 B g 3 AR O k.
1 P X B R A 5 790 ) G i e e i DR F 5 2 410
Song 45 ATEPETS U 43 B A5 8] — bk EL B 2 WK B LZM1, 14l A0 A5 3 28 38 MO8 B n S i, e fie
TG B, I X e ik e ELAT 0 S R AR L5 A Al S R L . L 26407 AP s e
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REA TR XJ-412-1 ThARAS T —Fh R BR R I , 025 o3 B 1 12 T 70 ek 1 JOR SIS s o 700 oG 15 £k v A9 7E . Kang
S Al gk B RGEZE AT B YB, (9 3 R s ik e A A T e B T AT TR SE TR, v — i A B B 0% 25 B
57.5% MR A X TIMAEE ) R SN2 P BT T ZWS 11 T2 b r ol s ik o e 3 S AV ) ) L &7 AL it
W, 3T FE A EE M 10 mg» L B MR sl [ A i 58 87.4%. e B8 12 A TR Ak LAMO713 T/ 18 Tafe 15
T —ABEEGESE Sue, 2833 IPTG M5, BN SCE0 T 4] SUE 2 9 = 7K F- 3515, SUE & 7 15 min
P 50 mg- L™ (kR IR AR Ry 43.29% . A3 A K HEERTE I LAM-WHM-ZC 52 [ Hi R 3L [ 3, 38
b0 R AR B E3 ARG M R pH & E B TG TIESY, R I E3 Al MR T, X 0 e it A O A SR

H B R g T 5T 5 &2 | 2 A v 7R R A N %) R A PR BB I 22 I, IR 0 S 5 AR DG I R i A0 3R
X 2 5 ELAAR A i 1 T 118 e 22 R Rt A LA T s A e 3 DR (P AT 5 A 22 DAL I o KA 5 7 T %) A
AT o B DRV IR, PR FE 366 DR TR Ty ok o8 i ik DR A 7 ol R ol R, A s s ) 3 1 36 (R
TR, A AR 2 B R

3 RE B AR X B E K RLAE B % iR £ ( Degradation pathways of sulfonylurea herbicides by
microorganisms )
Rl PRk I 2551 Fl O P DRATE A BR =R A A B, IR SR K IR, FR NIRRT A= 1 B — A DL e SR
B DA Z R A [ i PO MR A o 7] 1) R S AR S A AR 22 5, DT B0 7 AL e ) Bt = 0 A PIr AN [), AR 481
SO PR RIS 5% 7] B T A W R i AR i S R L o R AT 4
3.1 HEWE RN A AIL
Zhao %57 X NSAQ2 BRAK B AR e sk 1o R o = AR 4 Rl b A7 T 3 50, A LC/MS i Hidk A7 T
FAE R S FRACI =4, FEARYE 5 Fhr= gyt b 3 R ffadAs (& 1).

o~
NN
SYIS ol
Ve
S Z
//\NJ\N N o~
~ H H

/ \ o~
N
N X N
Cle g x L
AL A A
o N7 N7 SNH 0
H H -
Iil 0

I
CONH,

\T o
l M4 M3
SN NN o~
| 0 0 | 0
NS N N
S< S N
d ﬁ NH, O// NH, )I\ >
SN0 SN HNT N Yo7
| M5 I Ml

Bl1 MR e I Al A b 5 R i

Fig.1 Chemical structural and degradation pathways of nicosulfuron''”

55— PR REOIRAR 1 C—N BT B I M1 R M2, T IERATR T 20 45 UL T 4% b ek 9 %A
WA AR A o I T 2O I T W YIN- R A W sk e T 7 2 1 P PR 40 T ) T AR A
b C—N EITZL R Zhang 25 MR VD B TR T NSO WA B S Fh T C—N BRI A T
R TR 5 AR R AR OIRGR C—S HEROIT Sk 22 R ALBRIE A S M7 4 A T AU it
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FEP M3, AR A e B R A A B SR RN S 1 BTk T R M4,
M4 23 B ZIE B MS , AR GB350 M2 19 T8 k. W WE B s 0 30 4 1 T FH 71 e ik o R S0 s e 2 1) A= 4
W i ) e gyt T LS 2o S [ AL 8 g AR P R . Somg 25 2% BRLA 8 R TR LZMIL ] LG 3o b i
PRAFF A S5 7 88 i M i ot . Wang 25180 43 B A5 B A0 S TR (AT Y 1 o] LA D5 20 0 7 i A A A e sk . 55
AT PRGN TR YL AT L A B, 0 A8 ol e A PR B v e A KA
3.2 ORBEREREAEHLE
Zhang 5 KR YA A Yy SRR R SR NyZ42 B ZERERERY 2 RhisAt (K 2) , —Fh2 s Il ik
P RATE [ C—N BEWTZE A =9 K1 AN K3, [ 724 K1 SRR K2. 55— iR AR08 th R e v i =
WEIAR I A R AR L35 AT It HFY 66 0 A B K i ) & PR A BT BW30 mT LU F A 280 7 A /N 7 A LR
(BPR FLERAE ) , 0 Ty AR R 73— v (%) ORAT 445 R DA T B DR A B o 1Y) e 38 o3 1~ 254 SR B0 A AR
(I)I
C—O- CH, CH;

H
0 + H:C —N—( N
il \
S —NH, N
s OCH,
Kl K3 q
C—0-CH, CH,4
0 o =
w H Nl
S=N=— C—N—<\
R\ L | /
c-o, Y CH,
OH
CH
7 =0
0
K2

Bl 2 JRBRE Y b 2 i U e i £

Fig.2 Ghemical structural and degradation pathways of tribenuron methyl™""

3.3 MM A A i A Lkl
Wang 2505 PR A% - TR %92 (LC/MS) |, 20 M T ASSHAT B 8 CW 17 [ A7k Ntk s sk [ T 45 2] 1 7
Yy, [RI &85 G bR TS B RO RE B B F I e 2 R

Wi B P 3) JEH 0 F1 S 204, 6. T 4 Con g

S |l R LA T 1 A PR 2 Ney 'f.‘N‘CN“—ﬁ_\

ALK 7, e ) L , ocH,

LR AR 2 4 7 2457 S 3o o P A e [

W 7 1) 5 A SE B T 4B G cocr oct,

A PR T 220/ 0 B T A NI

AT 24 2 R L MHE AR R (1 6 31 N /SO T \=

3.4 WEWM R L] ‘en, OcH;
Zhao S5 KA L e i B P10 O 45, 4 " b

H ZWS16 TR PR % i E Y B BE 1Y M A% R B IR R

(B 4) . B TREBEIRMG L C—N HEA9Wi2L, 4 5% DI | B3 IR ) fha gl o R b ik

TRTT L 1 O— o B %ﬂﬁﬁi‘i@'ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁjﬁi&%% , 7 1k Fig.3 Chemical structural and degradation

P D2 B D3, T R 5 G S ’ iy pathways of pyrazosulfuron-ethyl
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D3 i iE—EHEAL N PR ) D4 B DS.[EAE , Hang 251 16 X B A# B S113 BEAT B MR A 7T It & TR 7= ) W98 W33 il
I T3 2 Py W YR A A4 M 2 I 2 A L 26400 o, R ST TR 8 XT-412-1 TR A R fi g moy il s et ey T
NEAE FFE =4 v Az AR N A IR A A2 4.

?, Q H | 1}
o o ~NHN N7 0
Ty No DI
D2 0O o
D3 \
HO
/ S
S
| ! Ve
N
/(l)l,ﬂ HNTINTN o7 o
b 0O OH
o O D4

B4 WEMMEERE ML AR 3 Sl g e

Fig.4 Chemical structural and degradation pathways of thifensulfuron-methyl

20]

3.5 [k R AR AL

Bk 58 ARG 2R R G T LAMO713 Xt BRS04 5 A= 4 & B0, BT A AR A r= AR AR 5 5 N A
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