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ABSTRACT

Despite many advantages of pesticides, there are potential hazards
or risks when using farm chemicals. These risks may be associated with all
chemicals, whether they are industrial chemicals, pesticides, household
products or even natural chemicals found in the environment. Undesirable
side effects of the agro-chemicals uses usually stem from a lack of
understanding of their risks for the environment. Some of these effects are:
1) reduction of beneficial species including; predators, parasitoids and
pathogens of pests, as well pollinators, 2) residues in food for humans and
feed for livestock can be a consequence of direct application of a chemical
to the food sources, by the presence of pollutants in the environment or by
transfer and bio-magnification of the chemical along a food chain, 3)
resistance to a the pesticide used that developed in target and non-target
pests due to overuse of the chemicals, and 4) soil and groundwater
contamination by leached chemicals. The study aimed to assess the side
effects of various recommended chemical pesticides by the Egyptian
Ministry of Agriculture on non-target organisms in different Egyptian
agricultural ecosystems. Throughout a period of (42 months, May 2013 —
Jan. 2017), 190 field trials were conducted, in 14 locations (4
Governorates), in 15 crops, using 71 pesticides, on 20 target pests, 9 non-
target pests and 5 non-target predatory species. The direct count technique
was practiced for data collection. The majority of the recommended
pesticides tested, demonstrated different population reduction percentages,
reaching 85.8 and 94.60% for non-target pests and predators, respectively.

INTRODUCTION

Pesticides are an integral part of agriculture and in many cases; they are still the
most powerful tool in pest control worldwide. Many crop productions in Egypt is likely
to remain dependent on the continued pesticide use, despite their potential hazards or
risks. Selectively of pesticides, especially to the beneficial arthropods, is a key data for
the sustainable agriculture and IPM implementation programs. In such programs, these
beneficial arthropods must be preserved from adverse effects, especially from non-
selective pesticides. As well, the vegetable crops represent one of the major groups of
crops that have to be produced under least contaminated conditions. The residues in eaten
food for humans and feed for livestock can be a consequence of the direct application of a
chemical to the food source, by the presence of pollutants in the environment or by
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transfer and bio-magnification of the chemical along a food chain. Not all residues are
undesirable, although a good agricultural practice must be observed to prevent
unnecessary and excessive levels of residues. Vegetable crops are harvested frequently at
close intervals, and thus the intensive use of chemicals becomes questioned due to the
possible contamination of products with chemical residues. A growing consumer market
of vegetable production is thus one of the main factors encouraging farmers to convert to
organic agriculture production. Increased consumer awareness of food safety issues and
environmental concerns has also contributed to the growth in organic farming over the
last few years. Therefore, there is a real need to reconsider the level of toxicity of
different compounds recommended to be used against different pests, especially in the
vegetable crop fields and/or greenhouses.

In Egypt, mostly 70% of the total amount of insecticides, used for pest control in
all crops combined, is used in cotton fields, such applications showed a negative impact
of pesticides, as a sharp decline (about 70-80% reduction in the numbers of predatory
species populations) occurred in cotton field post applications, as well as in other crops
like wheat, as the reduction in numbers of predatory and parasitoid species ranged
between 68 — 72% (El-Heneidy et al., 1987, 1991, 2015, 2017, Goda et al., 2016, and
Adly 2016).

The present study is a contribution for minimizing risk assessments of
recommended agricultural pesticides to non-target organisms in Egyptian agro-
ecosystems and to develop management programs based on safe pest control methods by
using alternatives or less toxic (selective) chemical pesticides for both common target and
their associated non-target organisms in the agro-ecosystems.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Working Sites:

Field studies were implemented in 14 sites (2-5 locations/Governorate), mainly in 4
regions, relatively have different Egyptian agro-ecosystems; Menoufia, and Kafr El-
Sheikh (2 and 3 sites, respectively), representing the Middle and Upper Delta (Lower
Egypt), Fayoum (4 sites), representing Middle Egypt and (5 sites) in Behaira (Noubaria),
representing new reclaimed areas in the western desert.

Target Crops:

Most of the economic crops, that usually receive high volumes of pesticide
applications in Egypt, were selected for such risk assessments under field conditions.
Among those crops were: 5 field crops (cotton, maize, faba bean, soybean and wheat); 8
vegetable crops (tomato, cucumber, green pepper, potato, bean, eggplant, onion, squash
as well as cucumber and green pepper (under greenhouse conditions)), and 2 fruit crops
(citrus and grapevine).

Target Organisms:

Throughout the field studies, the targets included (20 pest species) and 9 (Pests)
and 5 (Predatory species) as non-target organisms. Also, the pollinators (mostly the
honeybees) were taken into consideration.

Used Pesticides:

Recommended pesticides studied, represented several groups, mainly;
organophosphorus, carbamates, pyrethroids, oils and bio-pesticides, recommended by the
Egyptian Ministry of Agriculture and Land Reclamation to be used against major pests in
the Egyptian fields. The pesticides were tested at their recommended doses and their risk
assessments against non-target organisms were estimated.
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Data Collection:

Field inspections were carried out at (3-5 feddan/ location). The direct count
technique for data collection was practiced by specialists. A complete randomized block
design (4 replicates/ experimental plot) was undertaken at different locations of the 4
Governorates. Knapsack sprayers were used in case of vegetable and greenhouse crops,
while a motorized hydraulic sprayer was used in case of field and fruit crops.
Methodology:

Population densities of the common targeted pests, non-target pests and predatory
species, on 20-50 plants or 16-20 trees/crop/location/date) were estimated by counting at
day 1 (pre-treatment) and 1, 5, 10, 15 and 20 days post-treatment. Based on mortality
percentages (% of reduction in the populations), the tested pesticides were screened and
sorted according to their toxicity against the tested materials for pesticides’ selectivity and
for conserving the beneficial by avoiding their seasonal active periods. Separate studies
on the side effects of pesticides on the pollinators, represented by the honeybees, were
also carried out by specialists. Reduction percentages in the populations of non-target
organisms compared to the target pests were calculated and corrected, using Henderson
and Tilton (1955) equation:

Reduction % = (1 — A/B x C/D) x 100
Where:
A = No. of individual post-treatment
B = No. of individual pre-treatment
C = No. of individuals in the check pre-treatment
D = No. of individuals in the check post-treatment

The reduction percentage in the population at day 1 post-treatment was calculated as
initial kill, while that at 5, 10, 15 and 20 days post treatment were considered as residual
effects. All data were statistically analysed.

Side Effects of Pesticides on Target and Non-Target Organisms:

Side effects of the studied pesticides on non-target organisms (pests and predators)
were estimated under field and/or greenhouse conditions, following the protocols
developed by the IOBC (International Organization of Biological Control) -group ‘Side-
effects of Pesticides on Beneficial Organisms’ (Hassan, 1977 and Sterk et al., 1999).
Pesticides were classified into the toxicity categories proposed by the 10BC working
groups for semi- and field trials as: Class 1: harmless (< 25% mortality), Class 2: slightly
harmful (25-50%), Class 3: moderately harmful (51-75%) and Class 4: harmful (> 75%)
(Hassan, 1985). Selective biological or chemical compounds are needed in such cases
(Hassan, 1994).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Throughout the study period of 42 months, 190 field trials were conducted all the
year around. The trials were carried out in 14 locations (4 Governorates), in 15 crops,
using 71 pesticides, on 20 target pests and 9 non-target pests and 5 non-target predatory
species. A summary data of the field trials, locations, and pesticides tested, the main
target and non-target pests, and predators were tabulated in the table (1). The results
revealed that in general most of the target and non-target organisms were influenced by
applying the pesticides. Reduced rates in the population densities of both target and non-
target organisms, as direct effects of the pesticide applications, were indicated in the table

).
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Reduction percentages varied at different pest and/ or predatory species as well as
each of the pesticide used. As shown in the table (2), a total of 69 trials (36.3% out of the
total trials) was practiced in field crops represented by: 31, 24, 7, 4, and 3 in cotton,
maize, faba bean, soybean and wheat, respectively, and carried out as: 37 at Tala and 13
at Quesna (Menoufia Governorate 72.5%), 5, 2, and 5 at Fayoum, 2 Etsa, 2 Sanoures, and
1 Ebshway (Fayoum Governorate 14.5%), and 7 at Desouk and 2 at Quellin (Kafr EI-
Sheikh Governorate 13%). In the field crop trials, 36 pesticides were tested as 13, 10, 6,
4, and 3 in cotton, maize, faba bean, soybean and wheat, respectively.

Table (1): Summary data of the field trials carried out throughout the study period (2013-2017)

Total no. Total no. of Total no. of | Total no. Total no. of Total no. of
Crops of pesticides locations of target non-target non-target
field trials tested pests pests predators
1- Field crops
1. Cotton 3l 13 6 (3 Govern.) 5 6 5
2. Fababean 7 1 (1 Govern.) 1 1 1
3. Maze 24 10 4 (3 Govern.) 4 1 4
4. Sovbean 1 (1 Govern.) 2 3
5. Wheat 3 3 1(1 Govern) 1 1
2- Vegetable crops

1. Bean 3 3 1(1 Govern.) 1 - 1
2. Cucumber
2.2 Open fields 7 5 4 (3 Govern.) 4 3 4
2.b. Greenhouses 23 12 4 (4 Govern.) 7 4 4
3. Eggplant 3 2 (1 Govern.) 2 4 3
4. Omon 3 3 11 Govern.) 1 - 2
5. Pepper
5.a. Open fields 5 3 3 (3 Govern.) 3 2 4
5.b. Greenhouses 11 s} 2 (2 Govern.) 4 3 3
6. Potato 13 5] 6 (3 Govern.) 6 4 2
7. Squash 1 1 1 (1 Govern.) 1 2 1
8. Tomato 31 20 8 (3 Govern) 5 3 4

3- Fruit crops

1. Citrus 8 5] 2 (2 Govern.) 2 3 4
2. Grapevine 13 & 5 (2 Govern.) 3 5 3

Conclusion: 15 crops, 190 field trials, 71 pesticides, 14 locations (4 Governorates), 20
target pests, 9 non-target pests, and 5 non-target predators.

For the vegetable crop field trials, a total of 100 trials (52.6% out of the total
trials) was practiced represented by 31, 30, 16, 13, 3, 3, 3 and 1 in tomato, cucumber,
green pepper, potato, green bean, eggplant, onion, and squash, respectively, and carried
out as: 31 at Tala and 7 at Quesha (Menoufia Governorate 38%), 24 at Ebshway, 4 at
Fayoum, 3 Etsa, and 1 Sanoures (Fayoum Governorate 32%), and 15 at Noubaria, 6 at
South-Tahrir, 5 at Abdel-Wahab, and 2 at Adam (Behira Governorate 28%), and 2 at
Balteem (Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate 2%). In the vegetable field crop trials, 62
pesticides were tested as 20, 17, 9, 6, 3, 3, 3 and 1 in tomato, cucumber, green pepper,
potato, green bean, eggplant, onion, and squash, respectively. For the fruit crop field
trials, a total of 21 trials (11.1% out of the total field trials) was practiced represented by:
13 and 8 in grapevine and citrus, respectively, and carried out as: 12 at Tala and 3 at
Quesna (Menoufia Governorate 71.4%) and 3, 1, 1, and 1 at Abdel-Wahab, Noubaria,
South-Tahrir, and EIl Boustan, respectively (Behaira Governorate 28.6%). In the fruit
field crop trials, 12 pesticides were tested as 6 pesticides in each of the grapevine and
citrus (Table 2).

In the 15 crops studied and through the 190 field trials; the target pest species
were: Spodoptera littoralis (Boisd.), Pectinophora gossypiella (Saund.), Earias insulana
(Boisd.), Aphis spp., Bemesia tabaci (Genn.), Thrips tabaci L., Sesamia cretica L.,



Risk Assessment of Recommended Pesticides in Non-Target Organisms in Egyptian Agro-Ecosystems 5§

Ostrinia nubilalis (Hb.), Helicoverpa armigera (Hb.), Tuta absoluta (Meyrick),
Phthorimaea operculella (Zeller), Agrotis ipsilon (Hufn.), Lobesia batrana (Schiff),
Ceratitis capitata (Wied.), mealy bugs, Tetranychus urticae Koch, and the plant diseases;
Early- and late-blight, Powdery- and downy mildew. The non-target pest species were:
Aphis spp., B. tabaci, T. tabaci, S. littoralis, E. insulana, B. zonata, jassids, mealy bugs,
and T. urticae, while the non-target predatory species were: Coccinella undecimpunctata
L., Chrysoperla carnea (Steph.), Syrphus spp., Paederus alfierii (Koch.), and true spiders
(Table 2).

Average reduction rates in target insect pest populations ranged between 56.61-
79.56% in cotton, 50.0-86.30% in maize, 67.43-90.23% in faba bean, 71.62 - 83.36% in
Soybean, and 70.37 - 81.75% in wheat. For vegetable crops, these averages ranged
between 57.36 - 89.0% in tomato, 54.63 - 88.8 and 65.65 - 89.31% in cucumber and
76.92 - 89.55 and 62.0 - 86.34% in green pepper open fields and greenhouses,
respectively, 66.56 - 82.78% in potato, 80.42 - 89.27% in bean, 51.22 - 69.0% in
eggplant, 71.51 - 85.15% in onion. For fruit crops, the averages ranged between 58.33 -
89.40% in grapevine and 68.40 - 84.92% in citrus. As well, the average reduction rates in
target plant diseases ranged 33.14 - 53.90% (Table 2).

Average reduction rates in non-target pest species populations in the 15 studied
crops ranged between 6.37 - 77.81% in Aphis spp., 15.10 - 83.37% in B. tabaci, 41.67 -
83.26% in T. tabaci, 67.86 - 69.39% in S. littoralis, E.59.35 - 80.75& in E. insulana,
66.30 - 71.87% in B. zonata, 11.65 - 77.70%yV in Jassids, 52.35 - 75.92% in mealy bugs,
and 10.08 - 71.87% in T. urticae. The least negative effect was recorded on non-target
organisms (mainly sucking insects) in case of using the selective pesticides against plant
diseases.

The side effect of pesticide applications showed the highest mortality rates among
the natural enemies, particularly the predatory species tested. The effect varied according
to the pesticide used/or the field crop tested. The effect of pesticides on the populations of
the predatory species; C. undecimpunctata and C. carnea (as a reduced rate) tested in the
190 field trials is indicated in the table (2). The mean reduction rate ranged between 18.9
— 97.2% in the case of the coccinellid species and between 14.3 — 92.6 % in the case of
the lacewing.. Correspondent reduction rates in the predatory species populations; C.
undecimpunctata, C. carnea, Syrphus spp., and true spiders ranged between 26.72 -
96.90, 40.0 - 91.11, 83.30 - 95.50, and 59.49 - 86.18%, respectively in the field crops,
8.76 - 97.20, 10.10 - 92.90, 13.0 - 95.54, and 66.53 - 82.10%, respectively in vegetable
crops, and 27.78 - 83.48, 57.50 - 81.96, 59.5 - 90.54% for C. undecimpunctata, C.
carnea, and true spiders, respectively in fruit crops.

Among the pesticides applied, Actellic 50% was the most toxic pesticide to both
predatory species, while Actara 25% WG was the least toxic one. According to the
classification of the 10BC the side effect of the pesticides on the non-target predatory
species was classified into the 4 toxic level classes; 1, 2, 3, and 4 (Hassan, 1977 and
1994), as 1, 4, 6 and 28 on C. undecimpunctata and as 1, 3, 8 and 27 on C. carnea,
respectively. It means that 72 and 69% of the evaluated pesticides were highly toxic
(class 4 > 75% mortality) on both predatory species, respectively. Some pesticides have
been classified in more than one class depending upon target pest and crop tested.

Reduced rates in the population of the predators in different field trials,
represented by C. undecimpunctata (as an example), ranged between 11.4 — 93.4%. It
was the least in the eggplant and the highest in tomato fields, respectively (Table 2). The
low reduction in the case of the eggplant was due to the less number of trials carried out
(only 3 trials) and the groups of the type of pesticides recommended to be used under
greenhouse conditions.
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According to the I0BC classification, almost all pesticides used to demonstrate
different mortality rates and population reduction rates in non-target pests and predators
ranged mostly between the toxicity levels 2 — 4. In the field crop trials, the 3 categories in
non-target pests were represented by 19.4, 61.2 and 19.4%, and 5.4, 25.2 and 69.4% in
the predator populations of the levels 2, 3, and 4, respectively. Almost none was recorded
at level 1 (harmless) (<25% mortality). In the vegetable field trials, correspondent 3
categories in non-target pests were 32.3, 49.0 and 18.8%, and 13.7, 35.3 and 51.0% of the
predator populations. A few cases were recorded at level 1 (harmless). In the fruit field
trials, the 3 categories in non-target pests were represented by 20.0, 66.7 and 13.3%, and
they were 2.8, 41.7 and 55.5% in the predator populations of the levels 2, 3, and 4,
respectively. Generally, as indicated, the percentages of reductions in the vegetable fields
(open fields and/or greenhouses) were relatively lower than the ones of the field crops
due to the types of pesticides recommended. Vegetable crops are harvested frequently at
close intervals, and thus the intensive use of chemicals becomes questioned due to the
possible contamination of products with chemical residues (Perdikis et al., 2008). Also,
in the predators’ populations, the percentages of reductions were significantly higher than
in the non-target pests, especially in category 4. Considering, the highest number of field
trials conducted (31 trials in each of cotton and tomato) the 3 toxicity categories were in
23.1, 63.5 and 13.4%, opposed to 6.7, 20.0 and 73.3% in the predator populations of the
levels 2, 3, and 4, respectively in cotton, while they were 8.6, 51.4 and 40.0% in non-
target pests and 1.7, 22.8 and 75.5% in the predator populations of the levels 2, 3, and 4,
respectively. The side effect of pesticide applications showed higher mortality rates
among the predatory species tested. It attained 73.3 and 75.5% in cotton and tomato,
respectively as category 4. In Egypt, mostly 70% of the total amount of insecticides, used
for pest control in all crops combined, is used in cotton fields, such applications showed a
negative impact of pesticides, as a sharp decline (about 70-80% reduction in the numbers
of predatory species populations) occurred in cotton field post applications, as well as in
other crops like wheat, as the reduction in numbers of predatory and parasitoid species
ranged between 68 — 72% (El-Heneidy et al., 1987, 1991, 2015, 2017, Goda et al., 2016,
and Adly 2016).

Generally, it is clearly demonstrated that several non-target organisms were
affected by the use of pesticides. Percentages of reduction in the predator populations
were higher than in the non-target pests, and simply the ones targeted plant diseases were
the less toxicity as they did not exceed the level 3.

Throughout the study period 2013-2017, out of the 71 pesticides tested and the 43
ones recorded the toxicity level 4 to the non-target predatory species, the four: Actellic
50% EC, 4 Romactin 1.8% EC + Caploil, Sumi-Alpha 10% EC, and Super actara 25%
WG, were very risky (> 90% reduction within a range of 90.54 - 94.60%). Actellic 50%
EC, the highest one, is an OP group, while the other 3 represent different pesticide
groups. Thirty pesticides recorded ( > 80% reduction within a range between 80.34 and
89.20%). Eleven ones (36.7%) belong to the OP group, which means that this group
represents one of the most toxic groups of pesticides to non-target organisms, especially
the beneficial, therefore this has to be taken into consideration in the selectivity of
pesticides recommended to be used in different agro-ecosystems in Egypt (Table 2).
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Table (2): List of pesticides, rates of application, crops, average reduction % (Category)
in target and non-target pests and beneficial studied in the field trials through
the period 2013-2017

Bverage Reduction % [Catsgony]
Trasde Nama Comimon Nama Groug Rate of Crop Target Pest Tarpet Non target | Nontamget
Application past pasis beneticlal
Acrobak copper Copper gupckloncs: Cippaps acid 150gny’ LOOLw Cucumber {GH) Doy milces - m_m 15
dEH WP
Artap 15% W5 Thizmnethoxan Mecpichncdd Mgy 100 L w Tomato Bevesia fobac)
Sghallis =08 EC Bprppbes methyl [=1] 75 miy 100 L w Tomato 8 tahac)
Semiblen STEEC | Malathicn 3 L Teddan Potatn Ehetheremis
ool
Lphy 500G Bmmscach Cachamahs; EDmg-' 100 Ly Fata bean Aphks cracoivang
Lggunt 15% 50 Eeracah Chaaciazimes: 100miy 100 L w Tomato & gahod!
150mi) feddan Grapeyire Lobesig botrong | LG [
CaEhgn h T EC ETE R [ 11 feddan Ware Aphics
A5mlj I00Lw Scan, Tomata, Tefranychus
Tralkenger 36% 5C ol enapyr [a ] Egaplant wticoe
25 mif J00Lw Popper (GH)
o S0 WL T T T25 g THFL w Clacierber A, tahad)
Colcpn 7T £57%. [s7 Ty T [+5] 11/ fedcan [=] Eiavias Inemand
Coleigan, 0% Colesprres, oF TI7 400 mlw Cortton Pectinophara
posppiele
Commando 35% 50 | e gRos. Secpichncid Taml IO0 L w Cucumber [GH] | Aphis gossyoil, B
tabad
ik 35% 5C -AerAAARAg BECERIERY | TSRID0L W Tomato 4 pabon
Cune W T2% WP St IS0E 100l w Cucumber [GH] Doarcy il dew
Qodopup J3.0% L Copper sufate TEAgANIC 250ml F100L w [a= &, tahad),
sulfate Thrie toboc
Delta care IDWEC | leauiiia: JETTETT SOml I00LwW Cucumber [GH] | 7. urteae
Detergent pH 7 Fatty add of Fatty 2o of 17 1000w Cotton Thiis foboc
potassium potassium
Dipg O F B4R WP BacRiLs Bcpeshode 200 gy [eddan Er =] L Getpang 75.00% [T 27.2T% |2} ZTTEM ()
thuringiensis
Tibape MASEOH | Manrae TEerArarel | 2508 (200w Potan Early Blg ST [ R
e o
Docsll A8 EC olcapmas, [+2] 11/ Teddan Coitton P. gasspnieia
11 Tedcan aize Seronaa creticod,
Dugshap 8% BC l:tlm.;.\:d,q,s_ (=) 5. ArtoraNs
Aotatn A lpsikan
Endo B EC EEhin [+2] 11/ feddan iaize ‘Dxirimia mukiloNs
S0appg 4% 50 ST EE T TR T 3omly 100 e, Qkns Qkns mite
Excallent 1% EC ErraAmestin. [T T 200 cmyTeddan Cotton E. InaAang
benaoate
Goldhen 50% 57 detbome] Cachapats: 300 ml) feccan Wiz & crefiog
selbap 385 EC Colermris o 11/ feddan Waire O nubiols
T, 3% 5C T e S RS DA Taml L0 w Tormato B fabod
FERAEE TR S | Lk I, 125 my 100 Lw Cucumber Doty miloEw
Eopp b1 1% Copper Dippomide, [Ty 180E 100 Lw Cucumber |GH] Doavnecy il dew
Ceplatidl,
AL B 5P dethopd Cathamats: 300 &f feddan laize 5. Krtara\s
BREcpule THEWF | TR, RN, R I | Pepper T, Tobac
WF
Maathon STREC | Malinon e MRt STREC | Faba bean Aphicks
Slalakon TR EC Maathen oF ARl STREC | Qene Ceratits
copiatn
[T R et Maize, Wheat Aphicks
FTHEL oo, 5TR
EC
hitin syrihess | 40201000 w Tomato Tufo chsolsda
Miartch, 5% EC Rudppiapon Benbodunen 160 ml fedcan Potain P goeanuiicia
16D ml fedcan [Er o= L Gotrong
Sarshal 20% EC Carhasulan, Cathamals 100 mi Feddan Faba bean A crocovora
Sdouints 10% 5T Splckeiracal Tehnic acid Taml 200w [T 7. totaci
10100 LW SCpper, 8. fahac],
Cucumber, A gossgpd
nspdan 0 2P Acetamipng, e R R Tomato
A Botain, Tomato, | 8 fabod,
Sepper, Faba A crocohora
bean
Serdpn 50% WP etbopd [T 200 g’ feddan Maie 5 hrtorols
e B0 5F Mathord Cathamats 300 g rddan Maize, Soybean | B crefivg,
5 Nttorohs
Ho-hilight 5% WP Thigoy ARG I50E  100Lw Zquih Early blight
TppoalL 15% 50 Tellubenzwrene [T e 160 i eddan Tomato T. absalita,
& tahad!
Egaplant [GHI,
Qpfys super SREC | Eenoyaxmate " somlf IOl w Cucumber {GHL, | 7. uticas
camplex Pepper (GH),
azan
Sl 0% 3G [ETTE =T ML, SDmII00 Lw ‘Cucumber A gosspl
ean 3% EC Larmbaa Byrerhioids. 375 omy' feddan Cotton £, nmaang
el R,
Eangel BY 50 Zylfer norganic sulfur | I00miT100L w Cucumber [GH] Poradery milldew
Pasha 1.9% EC Soopmectin. [T 2500ml 100 L w Potatn 4, fahad
benacate
Cotton T
Bpsthap A8% BC Colermos, (=] 1 | feddan. & fabod)
Waine 5. cretior
Begtox 159 30 Alfa Cenermaibire; Byrcahicits 165 ml f feddan Cotton P gosspnieia
Pride 20% EC EXAIAQLERD, [*TT: Dm0l W Tomato T. unthcos
Prodaim 5% 56 Ereamestin. T =0 & feddan Tormalo . amagend,
Senaoats 7. ahairg.
Punch a0% EC L Taacie 40ml 000 W PoppEr PorwTiony
mildew
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Continue Table 2

Bl S0 WF 150 g/ ID0L w Fokata Labe blight
Raclant 131%.5C Spiptozen Spinnzgns 35 ml feddan Tormato T. absaifo
Beldap 48% EC ol s, [« 11/ fecdcan Soyviean 5 Nrtorods
Ebenaiamioe:
Bpegoll Gold M Stk ahand. 200y 200 Ly Ducumiber, Doawrey milces
R WG sdaManccaeh dihsarharmt Pepper
=]
PorwTheany
Cucumber {GH] mildew
Early blight,
Labe blight
T et BT TRV dntaisd. waglll Porwtiery
arcnned. Bdarcrad Pepper (GH) rrildes
Early CIiEHE,
Lake blight
Bomartin 1B%EC = | Shgamerdin, LArnecin. 30m| Booarkin, + (=73 T. urticos
Ty 1.5 Caglplly 1001w
SEEpibe 208 WP Toadaban, ChRna i &5 mlf I00Lw Cucumber [GHL, | T urticas
Szan
SEleron T2 EC Pmipnplos 1E7.5mif I0OLwW | Tomaho A tohod
SpaEkl] ISR EC [@ TSI Baneihycids 250 mif feccan Cotton P gossynieia
sympalpha 10 EC | Esfepalprmts EraEhois 250ml fedoan [# ] P gossynieia
Sipithion 505 EC caniprothian [a] 11 fescican, “izire, Whaat Aphicks
Super R 25% Thipmnethan TR IDgm’ 100L w Tomato B tahad
Wi
Switch &1.5% WG [arnTs T Lpdipppyrimicy. Tag/ 100L w Cucumber {GH| Fruit rot
Elpicucnril (]
Talabap A8% EC ol [=] 11/ feddan [TEET 1. crefico
Tomato T. abssuta
Telpion TIREC Bmicpplas [=] Ta0ml fedcan Cathon B, gossymiena
Topags 10% EC Benoorazple. Toaacie 25omy’ 100 Lw Pepper Porwthony
L=
Iopmmn SHEC oledlaprpn, Thitin synithests 11/ 400 milw Cotbon P, gosspoieia
ml+&0 ml K [=15,T T. unthcas
Mortianec 1.8% EC Sbganertin, Lenmectin ol f IO L w Cocumber B, tobod,
T. unthcos
WAnpnE O WG Ferarlandde SepnpcRngis g 100L w Faba bean A crocchag

Based on the classification of the I0BC working groups for semi- and field trials, the tested pesticides are classified as: Class 1: harmless
(= 25% mantality) [} Class 2: slightly harmful (25-50%) [_] Class 3: moderately harmful (51-75%) [_] and Class 4: harmiul (= 75%) [
+ [Recommended) ++ (Slightly recommended) +++ [Rlisky)
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ARABIC SUMMARY

e e gall 4 glassl] Cilaall aladic) jlalia
4 paall o) 30 Al a2l A ddagiaial) p8 ciliisl) o

Clab ten) caygh At plad Jallae (sigh sl
e b uall dae )l & ganll K pe ccalilal) 48 5 & g dgaa

3l gall oa aladinl ie Aldiae Hhalas o jhalae ellia dy pball Clagall Baell U el e ae )l e
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sagiall o155V (lada (1 :03e JUEYI 02 Gany Al o W jhli agh ae e sale duel ) 3l Aiall o) sall
Gblel s il lae 8 Gl (2 «lailal a5 il b el i s cillidall 5 il yidal) Al
Gaob e ol Al (3 sl s a5 Gasha g sl celdal) jabias e AleS salal bl Gl Aam dL
2 Aeadiiall ilanall da glaal) ddia 30l ) (3 cddldad) Alulid) alaial e 4l 3alall (g pal) andiazaill ¢ Jail)
4 sall oLyl 5 2 5l o5 (4 5 AilaasSl) S all aladin) 8 Jal 8Y1 oo Aoagiusdl) e 5 Adagiasal) Y
o L (o sall Ailanl Clagal) Caliaal Al HEY) A ) Al ol oda i A gusiall 4Lall o sally
e @by ¢ uae 8 Al Ao ) ) 3 Al akil) 8 Adagiall e S e & padlde) )35 ) 35 U8
((dailae 4 Jia) Gdse 14 A cdilia 2523 190 Cusal (2017 b - 2013 ke ¢ 1563 42) 353 lae
u—‘&\}—‘\s FRLAVEINPRSETS R { ) Adagiane 3 ydian 20 e W fane 71 (‘.\\Jiﬁ_u\._i “j‘g_AAM 15 ‘;J
et (o sall BV e e o jelal i) pand yilaall el 43 5k aladiind a3 ddagiuall ye il yiddl)
Gl yidal) g ddagidll e <ld 794,60 5 85.8 Culy «ldY) alaad (po aall Adliaa L cla jlidl &5 Al
sl e paall



