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Table 1 Results of Betanal AM11 residues
AR5 820 g-hm~? AP ST 980 g-hm™?
. L= Active ingredient Active ingredient
t/d Sample HE X Replication Iy H X Replication ¥y
1 2 3 Mean 1 2 3 Mean
1991 15 ik 3 0.29 0.41 0.21 0. 30 0.51 0. 37 0.19 0. 36
45 Wk <0.05 <0. 05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0. 05 <0. 05 <C0. 05
90 bizk v 3 <C0. 05 <0. 05 <(0.05 <0. 05 <C0. 05 <0.05 <0. 05 <(0. 05
135 ik <Z0. 05 <0. 05 <0. 05 <0. 05 <0. 05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05
135 Licd <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
135 ot 1 0. 12 0. 08 0. 09 0.10 0. 07 0.13 0.12 0.11
1992 15 ok 0. 67 0.51 0.91 0.70 0. 59 0. 98 0.76 0.78
45 bk 0.09 0. 07 0.16 0.10 0.15 0. 08 0.10 0.11
90 B <0.05 <0. 05 <0. 05 <0.05 <0.05 <0. 05 <0. 05 <0.05
135 Bk <0.05  <0.05 <C0.05  <0.05 <0.05 <0.05  <0.05 <0. 05
135 H <C0.01 <0. 01 <0.01 <0. 01 <Z0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
135 ok | 0. 07 0.17 0.11 0.12 0.16 0.12 0. 09 0.12
* ABRIEHAE RN ERRE. Pre-harvest interval
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The Degradation and Residue of Betanal AM11 in Sugar Beet

Li Zhiwen Liang Duxiang Ma Fanru
(Dept. of Applied Chemistry, CAU, Beijing 100094)

Cheng Shuhua Zhang Yan Chen Xuhong

(Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Yinchuan)

Abstract: The degradation and residence of Betanal AM11 in sugar beet and soil were studied at Yin-
chuan for two years. The results showed that the degradation of Betanal AM11 in sugar beet was rapid and
its half life was 1. 4 days ,but the degradation in soil was slower,the half life was 14. 8 days. With the
recommended dosage and timing of application,its terminal residues in sugar beet were lower than the up-
per residue limit(0. 1 mg-kg™").
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