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Abstract; The application of herbicides has gradually become an indispensable part of agricultural production. The
potential toxicity of herbicides is a threat to not only the ecosystems but also to the organisms and human beings
living in them. Therefore, the researches on the reproductive toxicity and genotoxicity of herbicides and the correct
selection of safe herbicides are essential for protecting the ecosystem. In this review, the reproductive toxicity and
genotoxicity of several herbicides to non-target organisms were introduced, which provided reference for the selec-
tion of test method and experimental animal for reproductive toxicity and genotoxicity evaluation of new herbi-
cides, as well as the ideas for the ecotoxicological study of herbicides on environmental organisms and human be-
ings.
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R 771 (herbicide) 32 2298 FH T 4Rk S AR Ak
e S A FAEY 0 A K BB IG |, 3 W Rl A=
P EOCEEN TR, MR 2E R T gk
R BB A IR, — S5 500 T i
R, AR SO B 1 22 Tl R 5
R FE T =R 1 s,

I B0 AT KA 2R S A EAN R AR S R g
AR 3% , B AR 2 5L LUSM ) A= 9 B A AR S AR A
¥ (non-target organism), H: 7 iE B P FR AT AE A BR
L A 58 Mgt AL wE PR 5 8 XA ) (model organ-
ism), *5H 7 P (reproductive toxicity) ¥ K % 5 B
PE SRR SNBEE AR 27 P 5 | 1% 23 A 1 B0 P %5

Uit sl A= Fa RE T B 1% ; 151 4% 2% (genotoxicity ) M
JEANBALF Y B RS 25 A5l
BEMERIFST 22 DA K BRI/ IS BRSE mk 05 28 3l 4 Sk i 56 0ot
G AELEDRIROR | JE RN BAS ) 85075 T 36 BRSE )
9T T 2 5 M 28 B A% BRI g R 2 o i B 5
Mo BUEZS R G AW G Y T 2 R E . B
WFFTHEAR B J TN A B2 7 T A BEoR , 528 a8
Witlish¥) 17 sh ¥y 5B e sh , Lh R i sh#y 2k
B A TC A HE S A A B RN R A T 2 RN R
PAFT —EME R, A SCEER T 2R LR w57t
— BB AR RBR A= W A K N R 1 A B PR s AL 7 PEAE
FH i BERE N R 0 1 A S TR PR ST BRI B e

F1 XHFRHBRENRERERGS

Table 1 Herbicides studied in this article and their application
S il FEE 5
Classification Common name Main application
A BB R B B A e AR AR X
Organophosphorus herbicide Glyphosate Farmland, orchard, rubber plantation, non-agricultural area

FH L% Alachlor; FH Dry farmland;

T Bl A% I 54 N Pretilachlor; 7K &M Paddy field;

Anilide herbicide T EiHi Butachlor; S H Dry farmland;
S5 H 2L Metolachlor & M H:pd Farmland, orchard

BEBEARIEBR R

Sulfonylurea herbicide

WEEIE 7K A R S R 5
Pyrimidine salicylic acid herbicide
ZRAEF(ZEI)BRFH
Triazine herbicide
o e e A PR R T O 4 il
(HPPD) il 25 B 3 541
4-hydroxyphenylpyruvate dioxygenase
(HPPD) inhibitor herbicide
FERIRIIREF
Phenoxy acid herbicide
HRHRE (L BT IR R )FRHH

Benzoic acid herbicide

Rl =SSl

Bipyridinium herbicide

MRS B H 5]
Pyridine herbicide

I RN R BR
Aryloxy phenoxy propionate herbicide

i % Metsulfuron-methyl;
MR Bensulfuron methyl;
JH BE i % Nicosulfuron
XU ik
Bispyribac-sodium
FAT 7 HE Atrazine
SFHEHE Cyanazine

fiFi il B Mesotrione ;
N R Benzofenap;
IR ] Tembotrione

24- AR LR AD)
2 A-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D)

# 5 Dicamba

B Al Paraquat

O Diquat
AN ERR
Picloram
LR R Fenoxaprop-p-ethyl;
K& R R Quizalofop-p-ethyl;
I g Cyhalofop-butyl

1l Wheat field;
JKFE M Paddy field;
K H Corn field
7K A H
Paddy field
M S Dry farmland, orchard;
FKH Corn field

FKH Corn field;
JKAG H Paddy field ;
T KM Corn field

A< H

Farmland
# M >k M Wheat field, corn field

A M SRDE b AcBE  M37(E 25 ) Farmland, orchard,
mulberry garden, tea garden, forest farm (banned)
A M SRDE A4 X 38} Farmland, orchard, non-agricultural area
AR H
Farmland
4% Ml Farmland;
gl S FkYg Farmland, orchard, forest farm;
JKAGH Paddy field
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1 faZ 553 (Fish and birds)
1.1 fak
o 500 A A A K AR A A S R S K AR AR S

RYER% I E S B ) AR X ) a2
WEEEAERY, WEIT N, — BB RR R A 5 2
(YA [ Pt G R O R R 1) 638, T 0 S i % e — it
SEPECR Y 43 Wb, IR AR 58 7 HE SR 52, Uren
ZERIPL0.01.,0.5 A1 10 mg - L™ Ay i H Jl X 258 31 11
BEhfnyedE 21 d, 7E 10 mg- L™ AU & T, B B
Ih A0 1) 52K 2R AN SZ 0 T B R R, SR LA
TR B R A BT, PRk PR e s 3R A 3
/N, TE 10 mg- L™ 5T 0 H Mmoo B S £
AL g S Ak U (catalase, CAT)AIA E AL 1 1k
Jitf 1 (superoxide dismutase 1, SOD1), hsd3b2 J Mt P
PEO UKL cypl9al Al ersl 933k 18, Armili-
ato PV EL,65 pg- L7 H BEYLEE 15 d AT iE S
PEIE LD 1 2 [ B AR R -1 638 B, I 51 o
BRI ELARHE R T B SR8 (s A % . Zha 69 F
RN NG R R BE 1) 48 h R EBOE K
(LCs) 9 121 mg-L™" L 757 5 2 .20 #1200
pg- L7 YL 30 d JE A & RS M R R AT 3E Ao 3 Y
BE ThAfr A PN B85 26 11 B 1 (vitellogeninl, VTG1) M
EZAK a(estrogen receptor a, ERa) , hhex 1 pax8 55
S3UAFE DG 1) Ik R 8 3R 1 5 M A B, HEf RN R B
Jigi- T4 -PE I (hypothalamic pituitary gonadal, HPG)
HliRAE OC 5 PR 3R 35 M, D I 88 1 5L (vitellogenin,
VTG) K R K- T e 5 e 1 HPG: il A DG 14 J
KRBT, VTG /K T RE, thoh, KM R 2 ]
IE D VR A, TR R 1R e A KA
Tl Ty =W, Jiang 2511 50 100 F1200 pg- LAY
P B BESE LS 1096 h, & BTN FERK IR IE i HPG il
I A ALEEEE M VTG Fakigam 4 | i8] 5] 7
T2 P53, mdm2 ., bbc3 B 3 ik M caspase3 |
caspase9 i PE IR, IS SRR N R 1,

Richter 25110 0.5 .5 #1150 g~ L ™" f4 Bl 4o e e
FEMEE H A 8 (Oryzias latipes) Fl B2 Sk %k 17 fig
(Pimephales promelas)30 ~38 d, % Bl Y% 55 20 /%) 7= B
HEHAWD, VTG K A A 3.1(zp3.1)% 5
B B | O B rp S [ RS DG A ST U b 2R 2
A& (estrogen receptor, ER) LA Kz iR H A P B 9 K Y
ZiK T, Ahmadivand "R B, 22039 mg-L7' T
B YLRE 10 d MWL 8 (Oncorhynchus mykiss) , H: Il

HERT KT B, P R 48 %X (gonadosomatic index,
GSD)TE i F 724k ; 2 57 2411 boule iR T M,
VB SRR SZ M . Papoulias 2521 0.5 .5 Al 50
peg - L7 B BTRERD e B H AT 8, BT A 70 i 2 0
PR H A B 57 B0 i 4 B0 A B IR (36% ~
42% ), =LA PR T HE B A5 A 2D DA R A B
i) I aNTTE N L i 2 A B Y S Y PN
PERRAEECA Z 5200, 1% — 25 R 5 HA A A

R B0 0 2 A B R G PT R AR B R A
. Lopes 2P FIH 5 mg-L™" fil 10 mg- L™ 5 H
i e S P BE ) £8, 7 24 h F196 h 31X 2 AN]SR
BT SR R, 2 DR A I 2Ok AR B &
DNA 56 e P 24738 B EIR A TG PERRAIR

TEBHLEEPEPEAN v, B 0% 1 96 R 0 200 i
Jiit HEL YK (single cell gel electrophoresis, SCGE) P-4 4k
2R Y B AR 15 4 A DNA #5145 /6, Anbu-
mani Fl1 Mohankumar"” 43IV 2 %€ % & (0.016 ,0.032
F10.064 mg- L™ T H YL 5 R FFHI T ( Catla catla)
35 d, YL BRI [RIG A0 , 500 5 2H A1 JA] i 21 20 i i
BTbi, I ROUZ 40 A JC A% 40 B H B, Adeyemi
AN 5 R ,0.1 mmol - L' PT4EHI YL 5 96 h
Xof BiE £ £ Y i B A SO VR A A VR T LA B st
T, R ONEESS | ON K I A= KR &2 A A
N i B A KT CAT {6 Mt s L S DNA
ARG,

Nwani %51 5R FH 2 A8 A5 B H il A BT AR
HEX AR 8 (Channa punctatus) Y 96 h-LC,, 184351k
320 mg-L™'f142.0 mg-L™", JF-LL LC,, {EY 1/4 172
1 3/4 VESR YRR it B LARCH BE(8.1 163 Fl1 24.4
mg- L") KPR FiEL(10.6 212 A131.8 mg-L™)Yeds
A 96 h, FEFF 24 h RSN L, A% R A
)it 2H A1) i 2140 MO R i 78 96 h ik e
(B, JF Y B0 A% e 28 R0 A 55 8% 57 H L4 . Piancini
ERIIABE A (1.8 .7 .30 115 F1 460 pg-L7")
B fisft R 4 ) Ab B e B AE fi ( Oreochromis
niloticus) A1 B P4 £k ) 1l £f1 (Geophagus brasiliensis)96
h, 76 4% Gy 35 20 rh 35 ] 0826 21 S 46 0 R DNA 4
15, R B B Ak fa Ak P9 4 Bk H K (glutathione, GSH) F1
e H K 2 AL W (glutathione peroxidase, GPx)7K
ST iy 5 L P BB A A ETHRK S-% B2 i (glu-
tathione S-transferase, GST)F1# 5 (bW B 1L i (super-
oxide dismutase, SOD)J 434 i, SCGE 4% i 7w A
JUE A1 JEL o bk T 24 M B BB 2H 2R A7 AE DNA 5
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Wang 25 DLPRIEAH SE 7 BE (1.8 .18 1 180 wg-L™")
A A it 5 IR Ak PR AR 89 ( Cyprinus carpio), 7£ 7 18 Fll
28 d W £EHE JFREFIULA 24, SCGE Kl i 7 45571
HZH 1 I DNA 507, DUH I S £ 56 28 KA
E 180 pg- L™ 2 %< 5] SOD (CAT Flif £ 4
(reactive oxygen species, ROS) 7K T} &, 1 4 [
(malondialdehyde, MDA) %5 & . GSH . GPx M 4+ bt H
JKIE IR i} (glutathione reductase, GSR) 1% 14 TG i & 7%
b, Ruiz ZE1LL 2.4- SR LR 4-D) Ml 75 12
AV BEHE FE | B 96 h-LC,, {H 1% 2.5% 1 5% (2,4-D
#5252 mg-L™' 1504 mg-L™", ZHE N 41 mg-L™!
H182 mg- L™/ 5l YL 8 AL 85 ( Cnesterodon decemmac-
ulatus)28 d,2.4-D A {E 7 ~28 d BHE S JH & 1 DNA
P05, 10 2 Fh R0 o (0 22 B O3 TE 7 ~ 14 d FI T ~28
d WS DNA $i4);, #4538 38 DNA #11
W,
1.2 5%

W5 TR MY 7] A Al 08 2H B FR 4, 78 25 1]
I3 BRI SR B D) R TR SRR 24
f . Somers ZEU AR 1978 AE(E LAY I XF & i 4T T
R — AR A A 15, 2,4-D \2,4,5-76(2,4,5-
T) I S SN E R 1) 447 1 [R] it FH 4224 746 L-hm™,
i 8 i 2ok 1 55T XA 8 X8 5 BE RS 43 i 2 5% T 10
FEAERERE (112 kg-hm™), LA T BREH AR5 3
WG IF AT AL, & BZR & T AL R IR Y
FET- % ML 200 W B, PR A K kK E &
FEARSZFEM , Arias!HRE 8 mg - JIEIG ™ Y2 B3 st
FIE(LD, ), # 0.,0.5 1.2 1 4 mg A7) &k [ 4% 59
FEMEN ST 2.4-D FEQLREER 4.7 A1 10 KAEFTIHIK
Y, PR H i (sister-chromatid exchange, SCE) 14
J JE 3 8 7327 07 T B AN 5% 0.5 mg DASMAY ) 4H
TSRS T XS IR SCE 22Tt =5 B 48 it J) s 1 | 4
IR 2,4-D XX IR EA — i B st A% R AR T 0
%4 107 & & (lowest observed effect concentration, LO-
EC)A 1 mg-JIRNIG™ , it #8 ik #E77 [t F &, r 2
SEUSIIAS B RERL X AR XS Y LD, 4 451 mg-kg™ &
FifE, 3 LI LDy, 19 120 1715 F1 1710 ¥ 8 F) 541,
T o PR R i 30 B e T o) A A B B g AR AR
FH, RI5 - A 1 B G 22 G 21 A M S R T e, 22 59
AR, LOEC 4 22.55 mg-kg ™ AT,

de la Casa-Resino ZE"7ESE 0 5 A1 10 K L) Pl 4E
LR YL 37 M PR KRN %8 388 ( Coturnix coturnix coturnix),
FEH 25 mg-kg ™ F1100 mg-kg ™", FHAEH 15 30 Fi

45 RIFE  TE4S 30 K 2 iRl & T 20 5 R IE
ERo &3k b3, IfiL 5 W — P 7K F T8 5 100 mg - kg™
TG R I VTG BT+ & KT 38 EA R
PR 2 A ISR B A 5 /E H MR EE (no observed ad-
verse effect concentration, NOAEC)225 mg-kg ™ {4 it
it PR PR R MECR VR AT TR 2
HPG A9 = V875, Soni 5P 18 1§ bk vk 5 Ye 7
H A9 39 ( Coturnix coturnix japonica)l J& , 7| &4 10
mg-kg BT, &I A B A AE T OGRS 4
HPG il il 5 20 o SR AL A | IS [T B | B 3% A2 4K
(androgen receptor, AR) FlHE M iR 3 2 B i & -1
(gonadotropin-releasing hormone-I, GnRH-1) % iA |
P, 48 B R Z /K (MEL-1A-R, MELIBR,
MEL1CR)FIiE 1 g 8 2 01 il ¥ 2 (gonadotropin-in-
hibitory hormone, GnIH)Z A I8, DT 52 0 H A48
W EFTIRE . 2R ST B, BT RE R R
A0 A 7= ) — & ik A = W& (diaminochlorotriazine,
DACT) RJ 417 il 46t 525 B9 S5 300K 240 B0 7% M | 75 & S Ak g
B G O G 3 & cAMP Kk F
T 25 | A B9 S04 248 L P 3 0 25 5L, B R e 1 2
B e B (1C,,) M (261.20+1.88) wmol - L™, DACT
[ 1C,, H(214.17+2.98) pwmol-L™",

2 WY 54T 314 ( Amphibians and rep-
tiles)
2.1 Pitlizhyy

Bifi o A b A 7 b s B 5 A 0, DAZK A AR 2
FRGE 0D b 1 A S A G B Y B R B R
Lajmanovich SFPF 5T 1 50 H Bl | Al B | 0L gk 11
FAMIERR 4 Fp B 550X WE bR (Rhinella arenarum)ift
I} f 35t A% B3, 4 i 53 R 500 24 T 0 R} A N 2 Tk
REBH G (acetyl cholinesterase, AChE) 7 P ; Bk & H
JBE A | PR it R U T AR 2 S GE 8 T 5 | A R e A
GESIE

B R W (Rana zhenhaiensis) . 22 HIE W& W (Bufo
melanostictus) FER i (Fejervarya multistriat) & 3%
R R LSS, L 02,04 1.0 F1 1.5 mg- L' 5
AT R Ak PR AR ) BRHRE 2L 0.2.,0.4 0.6 FI
0.8 mg- L™ 51 5k A% T R g Ach 388 HEE e e AR 956 i ek )
WAL LR 1,23 A4 RUSCAR IRt il B, el
TR U2, R FHT | Bifi 25 1T (B3 o, 25 750 12 20 R} 21 4
R 2R S S R B e, o 3 RN URAEL, 5
4 RIEEZXHAKF,02 mg-L™' F1 04 mg- L™ 5] &
A% R i R TR N B G L
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SCGE ¥ill45 B 7R ;02 mg- L™ T HZEI A 515 3
FaR st DNA $i 457 , BEVR B T1 5 DNA 51453 7K F- 7
B S VE P LR e 2 KT RS el (Pelophylax
nigromaculata) %4, L) 0.025 .0.05.0.1 #1025 mg-
L YR FE ) O H RN T R e b 3 1 3, SCGE £6x
M&E R 78 ,0.025 mg- L™ A9 £ B R AN T ¥ g B mp
FIHSZT 20l DNA 405, 353493 7K ~F- 52 550 et A i 1 5 LA
2.8 132 mg- L™ AR JE 1M £ F AT e Ye d 4
R ORI 25 R R 2 mg- L™ T s Bl 5| E 5
P ek T 200 L A R T 8, AN [R50 o 20 ) TG 25 5% 5 45771
T2 ORI IAN T | P Bl e 2T 40 B i R A b, 2
mg- L™ 1Y £ F sk T e B T O S R N R e 1Y
CLAN M AR R T, B R R AL 6 &L Liu
SEBVL IR, T R E B R RIS 65 i e o e} g A
17 KB RS RAFEATE W, H 96 h-LC,, N
0.87 mg- L™, A% T H 720 FHT 4k 4.8 mg-L™", L)
02.04 F10.8 mg-L ™" Ay T H e Yo B 8 il def 0 06} 35
d,SCGE Kuill45 R %% 04 mg-L™' F10.8 mg-L™" 51
o2 R ISLZT 40 L B DNA BABE KT 245 DNA 5405,
NE R LR (fenoxaprop acid, FA)FT 6-F0 A - 1% M4k i
(6-chloro-2-benzoxazolone, CDHB)J& MMk AR H R [1 2
P EZACE =Y, Jing SEPNEIT 4 O MZ i1
U5 T M R B 53 28 11 Y S A LA P R AR
MR EL R AEFE AR B E AR B R R VLR A
MR AL P AT RS Y FA 3 28 52 G Jm 78 AR RS 2
AR R AR, (U CDHB BA7 B & 1 &
PEFEIE,96 h-LCy, 9304 wg-mL™", BRHLANFE i £
AN IR 10 45 SR s, AU B R R i 4. (10 mg -
L") ,CDHB LA} FA (1) S-SRI F R-5 A4 14y
T T B AL L, YL B 96 h I W% 2R3 ) S ot R
M 17 15 2.4 155 2.8 1%,

BT AR A Ry — B P 43 T HE W, XA 2 B
VI FEAFAE AT 52 0, 78 RO — 28 [ 52 & 2 it
AR FL T, BRERr e rT BT AR
W& (Xenopus laevis) ¥R IR RNA (circRNA) LA Kz K559k
i RNA (IncRNA) [ 3% 35, 52 Bl ¢ $ir L 52 ) 119
RNA FEZ W K 19 2538 B2 X 85 550 i 5
NOD HEZ 44 B i 12 | ok 8040 B Tt 1 344 B 0
SZAR BB HIm RS R R 5 R A A
X, mo6A BiiH mRNA £ 5 IF A K, #2785 m6A
AIRES IS S AL L B A kP Hayes 550514 2.5
x107* mg - L™ Bl Rt £ B i W b 2 40 B TG
o B EE T TUES A ARG 3 a, HES

B, 56 REZE AR L, BT T a5 i TG
W A R S R AT RRAIG, AR B IR 22 4 A
A B ACECAT A B A B RE ) R R, i
1 10% FOMEPE JTCME B T 55 X AV D RE, v 5
T 7 R 2 B P A TE ™= A AT AEIE B, X — K
T T 38 B P EBRE K R R Y 7K P01 mg -
L"), FERLEREE B R e MR B, L 0,0.1 1 Al
10 g - L 04 50 o X5 B 55 10 %) 10 4 R 0% 0k (Acris
blanchardi)H1TYs5; , £ 0.1 pg-L™' A 10 pg L™
FR R 2 PR A AR X B2 43 31020 51% i1 55% , B
B AR Y T 5 | R e e ) P ) A7) 2 A Al T R R
A O 1) 55 PR B0 S0 b S Al 1) 2 e (BRI 52
FUBPAFEPE RS S 1 O, G g 20 BE0H 8 S st
Hom 50 B4 TG i 3 22 7P Gongalves 48 L
225459 F1 18 mg« L™ [ B[ 57 HE T 4 (/N ek
(Dendropsophus minutus)J*¥F 96 h, - WEEAF A H
MrBoiristfE 2, SCGE Kl 45 5 R, 457 w4l
TERTAE S (Gosner & B BBt 25 ~33 I M EE I
W1(Gosner kK T BB 42 ~ 43 W)X B T DNA i
B, S FVEARHME . 18 mg- L™ 4 A B4R ] 7
B (Gosner & F BBt 36 ~ 39 1)) DNA i
P ABTCHE N C R . WA A R R 5L
B3 IO T, 5 DNA #0520
FHIC
2.2 JetrEiy

JetT S AL AR A S R G h Tz 40 A,
PHESRHCT T S WA E TKRAEAES RG T, 4k
R 0] TP T 39 1 14 43 Wb &R 4t , Vonier 458
B1%F 32 N FE W) % ( Alligator mississippiensis) BB 57 i
7, R B BT R R AT 5 176-E — B 55 4+ ERa,
AT S A2 AR 45 G 1C, 4 i R 20.7
wmol-L ™" F127.5 wmol-L™", Bicho 55 A% %) 4 74
A8 Tk H A 3R A 37 LUE M 7 5 ( Podarcis bo-
cagei) WX 4, AW 7 2% 53T (overview of analysis of
covariance, ANCOVA)L /M 5256 B | A L5 H &
Jhig=1 I 2 i X S8 7% i i A L, P i 2 R DX Sl it 5 1)
SIP N3 R S v o I RN (AT R 2N
(ANCOVA: F=69, P=0.02); S L4/ NS AR A I
K (ANCOVA: F=45, P=0.04), 4K 4 i 2 50 b 3
18/NANCOVA: F=9.1, P=0.005).,

WA TR AT 3l 1Y) B 3 47 358 4% 7 P 1k
¥, Schaumburg %P9 L 50,100,200, 400, 800
1600 g+ B~ 570 ek A Bt G 2 BT AR 42 2 11 2% o
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(Salvator merianea)*)Ol , AWML HNBEVER . #574E
2H FI IO 2 A% S i R 5 X BB LT W 3 22 5, 77
T 100 pg- BB DNA $ififE H W 484)n., Bu-
rella 25 FHELH B YL 32 5e W ELT 1 #52( Caiman latiros-
twis))OP . FEMIALT T8 BP0 EAL I AT 4R 3 BB
BAPrBZ 23 d, BB s o0 0 750 1 250
1750 we- B0 SXF R M L, TR R B S
T2k, SCGE Kl 45 R B 750 pg- I kT
R 38 DNA 30, #5541 S50 i 4 1) 22 S A 48
T S TS ZR g BB Rl e i P2 5

3 THIWERESIY ( Arthropoda and mol-
lusks)
3.1 WY

TR KRB B v OGS — A6 T IR 5 X6
B A B8 AEAEAS R, H Bl X K B9 33 ( Daphnia
magna))FEME K TE, H 48 h-LC,, }y 151.057 mg-
L', 21 d 1B rEdml s gl R B, woH B nT i AR
T A A iR R SR p8b 21 d-LOEC 4 3.125
mg- L™, JGa] L5557 e B (no observed effect con-
centration, NOEC)>~ 1.56 mg-L™" ;25 mg-L™' F|& T
TR IR A R] R P 5 B Jl AR S R X R
% (Daphnia carinata)f) 24 h-LC,, 435"} 66.58 mg-
L' A163.15 mg-L™", L LC,, Y 120 F1 1/10 751
WP YR 333 mg L7 AU H B 3.16 mg- L7
TR R A] 5 | S A 2 ) 7 08 A S e 3o 0 R
I, BT R B R AR T T

B TIN5 R RK ARG  ,
Canosa 5"l p KPS I8 & B, 1 mg - L™ 5 it Y
H WG 30 d AT {d S0k BT R ( Neohelice granulata)
{uNpivse: NN E D0 3 S S B i v 037
BRI MR ST A RS 5 & AR S 3 DR A R
ORI D R o R T, RS
gorh RN SR MR B S AR
ARSI, MAEMA 1 mg- L7 B H B G X —#
PO i

Hh A5y BE 1 ( Eriocheir sinensis) g — 76 3% & 43
AT Z IR K RS | 2 TR A 53 3 ok FH A 22 R
KA, THEFEYLL0.001.001.0.1 F11 mg-L™ 5]
SR PTRERLE g a h AR G E E 25 R OR,0.1 mg -
L By 0] o S rp AR 8 B I NS - 4 AR 1 H3
Ko H4 ik Bk H3KT79 W ILE R M L edotl -1
I edotl 1-2 31 18, VL S FL R i & B (lactate dehy-

drogenase, LDH) F1 2 1 #% i [ (acid phosphatase,
ACP)I P T} 1550.001 mg -« L™ 5 & 28 v B W 8¢ 3|
DNA ZZ 45 R T, e o7 FU B 70 & T s i g n . 42
AR¥ILL0.001.,0.01 0.1 F1 1 mg- L™ 55 1 Bl 447 v
YL IR B & | SCGE Rl 45 R %R 0.1 mg-L™
11 mg- L7540 3 DNA 54 R i, 248 TUNEL
Rl % B8 1 mg- L™ Fl 241 DNA $05RE B e 5
B 5 S ARG N 25 5 s | 4% 50 ek 4 ARG A o o
M y-H2AX H 22 O ; 28 300 =20 A A SRS DU
KL, SXF IR AR EE 1 mg- L 55 & 2H A0 35 40 0 L 451
TR 58.47% FLANAL L 555 27.30% , BRI 3
XA RS A E A TR EVE T X R A
FH T 0001.001.0.1 11 mg-L™ A E3#,(H
AN 3| BT har 0 v B 8 28 8 Ao A i ) s A
FH,0.001 mg- L™ By 54 v B AT B8 VROKS + J% €5 T d
s, REOEE SR BRI, BIE™ &
I, BT AR SR 2 8 1) 96 h-LCy, “H>181 mg
-L7",140.001.,0.01.0.1 11 mg-L™ AgFI YL 1 %
B AR E % 90 d,0.001 mg- L™ FlHE 4, P i
AT XL 3] PAT /B B 200 B 5 B o T SR R KT R
P LI e s R A T KT b BE R T v
TN ;0.01 mg- L' 5] s 4L 0 L 785 o 42 i /K7
[%;0.1 mg-L™" Al 1 mg- L™ 554 POk 004 2 1
FEAZ AN, BEAE FH B[] E 72 B2 hn s ; SCGE A il A
WL EKS T4 DNA $ifsi .

BEAL , BT XS M H AR VH R 24 h 48 h,
72 h M1 96 h-LCy, 435Ik 134.23 90.24  52.57 Al
4636 mg-L™", %4 fi i W J& (safe concentration, SC)
H 464 mg-L™",32.0 mg- L™ 55T OIEEA0 i H P40
JH 1) B A R AR R R o 1) 184 A o ) 5 e
Fehr et H A VE RN 8 LDH HA F:4) 04 653000 | 78
T 046 mg-L7' Fl i~ l i 4% & LDH 3%, Ifi
T 046 mg- L™ i M| LDH 16 PEIfF2 80 i 7
R KRR
3.2 BRI

Druart 2“0 % T Jifi il Bypass® #l Reglone®-
Agral®(R-A)R AW J5 3 i T PR 55 v i, Hov
FOH TR BRI T R B 1 B 430 3,13 0.6
mg-kg (- 4E), 7Ei% - HEREE DL KO IR A SRR B
T SRR AR 9 4R (Cantareus  aspersus) I %1 W5 4= 47
AT JEIHQA0 d)EEYSEE T 225 W S BRI 45
R, R-A VRSP AR H B T2 b A=A, 411
il 2 258, HLHRIAE R R-A 1R G W] 5 Bl
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PR A 2B B A S BH R D8 S8 FC YR, I 4 R e
B 2F 7 IR 20 d; BH B R BELAG A IR 5T o 4 O Y
TG S B RIREIR, Wilson YR F L
PR EE R 1.2 ~ 60 mg - L) e 5 7K A= 13 4 (Isi-
dorella newcombi24 h,IFFEZ 51 21 d PN WS =B
SIS & 2 A T A 2 1) I 2 7™ B9 £ 2 0 o
PAont B2 A i T B B 22 S o 4e it 2% & L, Bau-
rand S5 RIFGY RN, BH X B A 0 2R VR iR Ak
(R~ B080N Ve BE (EC0 ) A 29.02 mg - L™ 38 i BEAL
§"14 275 DNA(PARD)Fl = 43 B B AN LIk R 4¢
(HRS)RM 1 Fifi 2 5 4= ARG A L R, 30 mg - L' B H
il 2 B IR UL B 1 3T BT 2 SO Y )
BB, B R IRRR B T DNA B4 FVEEAZ 1 IR
Bl AR Ak 12501 i 378 AV T 4 A 24 el 1 )it P
(5 140 mg-L™"),

Mai 55 DL [ PG g 150 ] = T T8 118 ST A A
(Crassostrea gigas) ¥4, L1 0.01 0.1 .1 Fl 10 pg-
L 55 7 BB 24 b, LUK R X IR DNA $it
WA TS B K (9.56 +0.59)% , IE I i 3 g (79.03 +
26)% ,0.01 pg- L™ Flidl G IIE 2 5 DNA
A T R B 2 R ) R B ) R G KT T
10 pg L' B4 51555 47 4% F1 18 3% , H —H AF1E
IEAASE R R (F =0.71); 45 5 9 H 7L (S-metolachlor)
K AR = ) 5 T4 Bk £ BB R (metolachlor eth-
ane sulfonic acid, MESA) F15% A H B2 i 28 HH R (me-
tolachlor oxanilic acid, MOA)%¢ % 24 h J5,0.01 ug-
L™ RS SR P R K 0.1 wg- L' A9 MESA Fll MOA
A 5| R KT A 5 4 R R T 2% K2 DNA $it 97 2% 5
e, AR 1 0 VS B 1 R A% 1 1 3 )R 24 555 0.01
pg- L7 IS S HT RO (0.01 pg - L' Y MOA J2 1
pg L7 MOA W] 5| i i 1t 4 05 A 4 151 43 , FLAL
il 5 5 9 B B AT MESA 518 S Ak W 30RO A 5
HHERE SOD Fl CAT)F K #% K12 A
P Mantecca 2P & I HORG 6 BE S G DL (Dreis-
sena polymorpha) BA A FE MR AL R, LL 0125,
025 F105 mg-L™" 1A FAG Y FERE DR U1 ,025 mg -
L' f105 mg- L™ 575~ Al AR 3 S2 AL g 25 v ik
YR M A e b e AR A A S B R A T
URaE R W, G DUZT 40 B 1) i A & 2608 2.75% ~
0425% , AR BT R, 9 3.5% ~125%

4 AT 54 H ( Annelida and nematoda)
4.1 Hshy
Wil LA S RE P AEY SRR, B

AT B IR LA SO T R U R L i A
VE AR 4= 4875 Y P /m A o R AT SE A B
Ik B R G A SRR N . Li PR BOR
10 mg-kg™" Y A fitf 5 i 0T 5 5 % 1 2% M 5] ( Eisenia
fetida) V& P 19 48 ALV 8, SOD | CAT I it 481k ¥y il
(peroxidase, POD)Y % PEFFAIL, MDA & & i & 5 0
SCGE K45 5 B 7R 10 mg-kg ™ AORSRS 55 F ] 5]
R 2 PR Y DNA 5005, F5 J32 B I [7) 0 55) & 5
MMM, Hackenberger 26 Y BIF 5T T w0 H i | P4 it il
JRTIAJK 35 s o2 Xt i 5] ( Dendrobaena veneta) 520,
HME | A 0 0 P i A ) R B MR R 2 160 .66 FTI
30 pg kg™ T E R BCE W IREEUE (1/10 R
BEW P K 17100 PR E , g S T 3 FhER =
FR X i 51 R P SR AR R SRS R 52 e, FRER IR T Y
FOH MR YT 7 d B 0] B S i M 45) AChE 6 14
PREEHR R 6 5 6k [ Xt AChE 3% M JC 52 i) 11 A8 488
TR (1/10 PREE VR BE) N YL d 28 d A I 2 34 i
AChE 7i14:;6.6 pg-kg™ Al 66 wg- kg™ 7 it 1Y PR ik
WYL BE 7 d N S ke ] ) S AR N SR B 2 B 1, e
B 28 d B 66 wg- kg™ &4 AChE i K & 2 Xt
WK, 11 6.6 pg kg™ Flit 4l Fe A4S, 2528 d
J& , JRWERERE 3 g kg™ 130 g« kg™ 71 i 2 v 5]
1) A e 2 R T IR A B2 88 56 d R, 3 FBR L
2 a2 P AR AL OB B AT X R4 Muan-
gphra 55 A B 5% B, B BE R S R R Xk 4]
(Pheretima peguana)(f] 48 h-LC, 735l °h 251.45 pg-
em 21 3.9 pg-em™’, LI LC,, M H: 1/10,1/100 1/
1 000 F11/10 000 &7 a4, iz ik w45 2R o,
FE=025 pg-om MY EHBEFE A M =39%107 pg-
om ™ [ FT EORS FR B A v e A s A0 ) R SR XL
FR B = MR B o WA 2 8 25 T v, M S A e
B0 R B ORI A O R B IR 0.69
1066 ; SCGE A& 45 5 7, #EH B TG DNA 45
YEH , MAE =39%x107 wg-cm™ [ 1) &AL & 4H
2% DNA 43 H(TD% )Rl 3K B (TL) & 5
TR, 7E 3.9 pg-cm 4L, ARt g R
4.2 £

75 N BFT 28 L ( Caenorhabditis elegans) HAT T8
WHZ KB IR UL AT RS 5 T S 5 R
S OAEA TR EE I TR AR B2 Y, Wang
SECTRE ST s, BB A RN X 55 T PR AT HU
24 h-LC,, 4350 18.5.85.1 #1 130.5 mg-L™", LI
LC,, f 1/1 000,1/100 F1 1/10 #7544, 45 &



126 tx #F

PLINN O P16 &

T, B AR FR b N K 43 ) e B 1o B
Yy ay 40t 75 e BE AT 42 s Y LA, SR B B W] T AN
H i LN e Z . Pristionchus paciticus (P. pacificus)Zk
HOAER TN BEATE R B T EA YN T 21T
HrH, Zhang SEPITSE R, £ X 55 TN BRAT 4R
HUFN P, pacificus 1) 24 h-LC,, & 48 h-LC,, 435l R
1296 mg-L™ % 5 400 mg-L™" 2.107 mg-L™ % 1264
mg L™ IR CEREREN 0,25 .5.10.20 40,
80 A1 160 mg-L™", Z B JHe X 75 i Bkt 2k HL i 255 JL
T B FHIVEF ;40 ~ 160 mg-L7' )i T P pacifi-
cus [ =BT FE R IR BRI, XF T ZEA R T 1Y
Kl | P pacificus H 75 R BeoFT2 A B A B0

5 A& (Human beings)

FE Tl A= 7 B AR bt FH A i 42 kB 25510 /g
BiAl RSy KAWL FR 5 8 L 4 AT AR R A 1 AR U
A R I R S0 OB AT PEAN R R 5 A BE st A% 2 [A] R K
F, JEJRZ IR LM A 77 5l 23 sy w
JBiE I 77 X4 ) 32 RE | Paz-Y -mifio 555 i SCGE 5
W TIZ IR 24 2 Z 58 4 F1 21 S0 IRE 45 R W
N RBEHEEREK 35.5 wm)fiY DNA i 5 1% ) 5
FTXF I (R B 1K 25.94 wm), Garaj-Vrhovac Hl
Zeljezic ™ 5E T Z R R 1R & W) (BT R p it |
B HEH 2, 4-D)TEA R R PO TN i A% 5
PEVEFT, DA 10 24 B8535 F1 20 24 KRB EEH X4, e
R AR P BT 4 A | R R 2 Y 0 L AR L £ {4
Wigd XUE 22 kiR SCE K& A W MR 558 5 s 1%
IR ZE R R | 2 88 % R 85 5 ; SCGE K & 3R
YLFELH ) DNA 1T F 455, Barron Cuenca 565}
PR AE AR NHF ) A s, B8R TLL2,4-D Ny
FR TR G Y2 DNA W2 a0 fa b &R (Ui kb
(OR)=1.99), FRIE ¥ 5P M I I 3o 55 (ICST) j& —
NTAZKE AR, Al-Hussaini 5T 94 X%
ICSIIRYT B R IR BRI AE A IE R I e 25 1y
T NER SRS E N EERE ARV SR
SNG4 2456 2 O, 2R BRELFI XS 1CSI ™
HEARFISE A Y A REE

I R 0T 55 A A Y s A2 B T ST
MYV, Swan SFCIRAR T 32 [F 4% 75 HUMN ] Je 75
RN XA B AR 55 P ) PRS-, DK IR 2
BB w20, IS W S 50E IE &y B A 1y
LR R 4B HE B PRAE Hh B B RERIVR 2 e R
RS BOBARTE PR Y RE i 5 18R (OR =30.0),,
BRI O R R FR(OR =11 3), B /R BR#E 7] 5

BYERE W TEFRAR A 5, Lerda Al Rizzi®™ %} 4¢3
32 240t B R Y 55 e AT A, 5 OE AR AR
Fb, HLSAE T | SRS AE KR IR B 0 /K 7 5 R p
2A4-D AR WK 7 2 T E 2 R I 1) ) 3
TR I SRS TE AR AE (1) 7K S8 7 A, 177 RS
FWHIEAE KA 8 % . Tan 5V R 3 2,4-D AlRE
TRARSN NG F 10836 1 Rz sl ) ZEE Rt
TR 7 S TOUA Sz 1y o 2 | I T LA 22 T 15 S A 4R
AE , FELASAE HIBE R 11 i3 o, B 2,4-D B9 7EAG 5
FIR I R R AT RESE A B XU, S R A
EXIAL] T BAE TN RIWESE WoR , &R R 2
XS W BT i AEAE AR | 55 1 5 AREAR LL, BROl 2
FE EAE WD K6 J10Es R 2 AR e
(VAP)FEAIX, K5 ¥ pH {E F ¥, Tomenson 55" it 42
TEE3 KT 272 ZBRFEFE P TMRERAEA
FAHKEGERL, 0BT B R FEUG 0L 2 88 5 T K
FACE BT R K P A FEA DG R AR S
B AR TS5 R R0

s (0T BRI 5 AT PR R TR 1 7] S fa ks
&, Ueker S5 DI P4 348 BRI —FKEFE S
2 LIF 8L X ST s 0 BRAF 5T, 45 R WoR | &)
A H KPR (OR =8.40,95% B 15 X 6] (CI) N
2.17 ~32.52) XEH A (OR=4.65,95%CI }y 1.03 ~
20.98) S BH I SR 24 3 fih 52 (OR =4.15,95% CI K
124 ~13.66) & PR () fE B [ K, Meyer %5
e Hb PR AE B & 4t (geographic information system,
GIS) R # 5 X PFAl JR 1A T 24 5 it FH AR 25 22 1a] 1 56
R, VI E B @ 354 6 FRIE T 248 LA H 4L,
PL 727 AR BIL R AL XA R 6 ~ 16 JEI ] 52
R K BE 500 m I it FH A 245 R AT 0 2 &
M2 B TARKE R 55 URIE T 240 & 4 2 AR
F(OR=1.08,95% CI Ky 1.01 ~1.15); M2 W B&E T
RN 5 5 AR PR TE T 2419 & A= 2 A X (OR =
1.08,95% CI 2} 1.01 ~1.15), Arbuckle 257 %} i 4=
KR ME A AR Iy W N BRI 52 8 7, ZR i A B
(OR=1.7,95%CI 3 1.0 ~2.9) M A 28 5 F R Ji 2
BRECFI(OR=1.8,95% CI A 1.1 ~3.0) 1Y F 5 o &2
Wl F AR B fE R I 28 Weselak Z87ICEE T
KA RIEE I FH BE R B | logistic WK [543
Bras R WoR , B SR Z250 2 88 TS AL HE(OR =4.99,
95% CI 4 1.63 ~15.27) 12 H & (OR=2.42,95%
CIH 1.06 ~5.53) 5 5 1 Jo ARt A= R iy XU 384 o
EES S
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6 FEE(Prospects)

BEAY R E LA RR TS A E 4
WYyl gE vh e sk AT W e Bt A5 =X A= 0 0 e 1Y)
TR R, A AR SOk B 2 i W A T
PEERE T, BRI A A 5 RN st A% B PR 5T R
PR AEY) AR B AR B b A2 B R 50 52 e 1Y)
AR Y, ENEAESRE T oM U REEY
B v A A T DXl B R ML s M R A
AR, A IR 2 2R H STl % (point-es-
timate approaches) , i1 §if W 0 AR 45 (1) 2 PR #E PR T
AR ST YL i, AR AN BE S S AR 3R R S i
AR R R R KT, B A A 45 SR A BB L U
HH T AR5 R B3 R0 i A XU Tt R A e 7
(hypothesis approaches) T 15 , B AR T UL H #5645
A B R R JRUBS: |, (HAS BB 45 A 7 sl st A% F 1R 1
BIE, A a0 A58 As AL s o e mT DA% TEORE
LSPEREETOR SRR RORHESS & 5 sh Y R R 5
M R R E Y, WO AR R G T AR AR
AW AR R A0S B — e AR A R X,
MSAESRET RSP L, NEW B ERIRREE R
2R FERRFER B A 7 S 7R b oA R AR R 2
& AT RE, ZRER A0 fa 3 AT R K, A A Byt 5
MR 2E  WFFE R AT XA 22 H ElobR A S AN [R] B
TN st i AR SRR A ) T DL 2500, DA
Lo By AR W O i A B s AR BRI O, LA
TN T NI G AR B —E S E N H .,

BIFEEE N 221964—), 4+ 834, £ 2R F
WAEEBITREE S,

HEBREEE N 4 F80973—), &, FEET, T 285
Tr ) Ay R B AR G AR
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