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FEE BT T R RV BE SR i (malathion) (0. 03.0.3.3.0.,30.0,300.0.3 000. 0 pe/L) F1H %( 34 1 ( fenpropath-
rin) (0.004 .,0.04 .0.4 4.0 .40.0.400.0 wg/L) X2 4L 48 g1 ( Brachionus calyeiflorus)3 d FREERE R 15 G0 A
B/ AR5 50 MER S TR ASMEAR 43 3R IR SCHMEPR ARG Z I T d ARHIROF = S5 . 25 R R, TRIG | A R
FEEGC R TRACHEAR H 40 TR ZCHMEIRSZAE 3 B 7d IRAR G 7 5 A 035 R0 0 5 5 R ol X 455 P o A4 50/ <1 485 B0
ARBOE (B U A 0 o ShRLAR B X 46 SRR 1™ i e AR VR B (LOEC) 7 0.3 /L, XK
EHEME 35 LOEC 3 30. 0 pg/L, XEFPHEE < SRR A MER 2 K5 2 LOEC ) 300. 0 pg/L s B 5044 16 X 48 HUARAR
G i AR MR FE 0. 04 g/ L, SR ASHEMR 1 43 SR04 O MEMR S AR 45 TME A% LOEC Jy 4.0 wg/L, X RS K
FRANRACMEIAZHE A LOEC 2 40.0 pg/Lo 356 7R , B R w024 e X 48 Ho AR SiAE A0 28 =, %6 VPR IR B 7

S ] LUK M I A P4 2 gk SRRV LE R R
KRR SH PRI 5 H RS 5 AL A R 5 A
HESES: X835  XEIRERG:A

A B B FIPL R HL 4 1R 28 % BRI ) A
TR R AR B A5 AL, R AR A 7 R )T o
UEAER | Bl (5 FHTYCESORI AR £ A 3G 0, 3 2% s xof
KA P H 25 7™, LABGY WK A s 2 4 Rl
BRI T HESI Y . LB B (malathion ) Fl
FH 24 5 (fenpropathrin ) Sy 3 W 2 2% B3] b ) 3 1
FpE, R G 208 A M R AR i R A A
TKAREREE b, X K A Sl AR A 8 LA R A A7 i
B (Wirth et al, 2001 ; Nguyen & Janssen, 2002;
Ren et al, 2007 ; Kashiwada et al, 2008) ; lL7p, 5%
37 LA B R S5 T 3 AT UL B B E R
P, BERS T 90 3h W 10 A= L (1 e 4 55, 2005 5 R Sk il
T/, 2009 ) 5 T S5 7 A 98 1 R 4 18R %) 77 i s )
Sy AR BE B2 Y 4k 3B 45 > (Snell & Persoone,
1989) ,

& HOAR K I i S ) %) E A R o), AR K AR
BRGSO RE A% 3 rh ke B AR R
edvl oA AR B R S R, BN
REH5 R U5 , PR AE AR S s 2 b |
FEME (Snell & Janssen,1995) {HIXSEHF5E KL 4E
HRLE S O AR B R Wi 5 T T AP A B T P SR

Wi HER:2012 -01 - 17

E®W B : ILIRE A Y BOR 5 o5 1% 50 50 5 JF i R
(2009HS15) .,

PEE B Bl EFT, 1968 44, 55 L9 A, FEENS RT3
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Do CABFEERM, e Hr A R A B A TC M AR A
T5 YL S AEURR, PR A P 4 HL A M B RE S LU
HIPE K AR Y5 Ze B2 JF ( Preston et al, 2000; Preston
& Snell ,2001 ; Sarma et al,2001 ; Huang et al, 2007 ;
Zha et al, 2007) , A SCPAZKAAR A8 LI EE AR BB 5S
1 ( Brachionus calyciflorus )}y 328X 4, W oA e &
IR an s ARG TR X 58 HL 3 d RS R 4
AR DRHE A Lo A5 TR S MEAR 17 70 TR SS MEAR 2 K
HEFN T PRAR R = 2R, G He 56 HOxr S hr A
FA RGBSR AT 4E B A LB
FIHPLR B TR % BRI X K AR Sl v A s i B 4 3
GiiAg

1 RS

1.1 ##

AR A i RIR BRI R o %A B R
K A LB el i 3 , Phike— 4% E IR S DR ME(A
TESL I 2 AT 2 AR, IR B a4 BE I, >R R
BB 75 e PR AR B, 7 AR R R AR
G, AR ARBR ORI TR AT, M A B LR I AR, PRHIR B
ffiF] EPA 1 3: 9 (96 mg NaHCO,,60 mg CaSO,,
60 mg MgSO, ,4 mg KCI,1 L £g§77K) #EATIHL, i
ABIR BE (25 = 1)°C, S B 5w B2 200 Ix, St BE R I
(L: D)y 12: 12, % U FRIDR 8 F /N R
( Chlorella pyrenoidos) ,1% ¥ H HB, ¥R EEIE, ik
BB K5 B0 W, A B EPA B ) A
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AW (Zhang & Huang, 1991)

X6 I S5z it s A0 TS TR (AR 20) T H
& Sigma — Aldrich 2% ], S5 i T = I 2 .0
(DMSO) , K5 I 2585 17k M B 100. 0 mg/ L e i
W2 W, W AFAE O ~ 4°C UKAR b, 1256 I 4 8 il i 5
W,

1.2 2sH

eSS B Al b, B8 BhimiiEy 4.0.8.0,
12.0.16.0.20.0.24.0 mg/L, A& ZEHRHE 1.0,
2.0.3.0.4.0.5.0.,6.0 mg/L, [a]ifi5 %} BALL, BEALPE
V& 10 A PIGRE s H 58 R A A (B2 S < 2h) 23 5] A H)
DL, MR AR 10 mL;24 h 5 7Efi )
BT gei e AL TR, LA T B IR 1R S A BT
bR, AR 4 P47, IR AE (25 £ 1) C ook
AT R AR, WIS s A LR
FNLIESRTE 24 h LCyfH (Finley,1971)

1.3 H£EXN

TE 24 h 1y LC, {5 AE I, F EPA 8558
oL ot 000 4V VA J3E 43 51 A 0..03.,0.3.3..0.,30. 0,
300.0.3 000.0 we/L, H & 25 BE vk B2 4351 R 0. 004
0.04.0.4 .4.0.40.0.,400.0 pg/L, H o £ 3L 3%
DMSO &5 /kT1.0% ,[A 1.0% s{HE Ak DMSO %3z
I X6 A8 R R 6 L TGk AR B AR TR A B TC 5
(Snell & Cramona, 1995 ) ; X5 1% 25 X B4H , 320
WV S AN AL I TT A6 I, BN 907t ) 48 gl
AR( <2 h)4 MEAFIEA 8 mL MW (N5 3.0
x 10° 4~/mL /NERE ) 120 mm x 16 mm BFFEE
552 KIFRE P IA 1.0 x10° 4~/ mL /NEREE b
FEAHUHFERY) . %6 3 R AU, A5 AR
A 455 e BT S 5% A IR 9 B 4 70 485 52 O A4S,
Gt oe UG B e SR B B9 A B 5k 191X
B AR, BT R T IRER DA
RS RAR DR R . 48 el FRad Ft b, 25008
P 3 h 4Ry 5 min, DL RSN 48 AEOF I
TR (25 1) °C, RIE kAT
1.4 R HREFEIIIR 5

Z: 18 Snell & DesRosiers (2008 ) B 74745 B
MEIR R M 5145
L5 SHEXMITELE

PR K 3 (population growth rate,r) ;1= (In¥,
“1aNy )/, SN, TN, 4R R o R T
TR O FPRER L .0 =3 d, OF/NOF Sy Fhft v 465 DI
1%L (ovigerous females ) 5 A 4% GP Wi {4 2 ( non-

ovigerous females) it HL{H . 1B 28 R ( mixis rate, MR)
TR 4% DI TR S ME A ot 1A S B T 20 TR
A8 WEIAR 245 2R (fertilization rate, FR) fj FRZ 48 &, 15
TR T SR 100 TR S M A ot 4% D TR S AR S 8 T
R RIRIFF= & (resting egg production, RE) S %¢ it
127 d WP IRIR I o

P S 25 R LI {E + FRifE2E (Means + SE)
PR, I SPSS16. 0 A AT B - 5 22 43 Bt
(One-Way ANOVA) XA 75 22 519 5 5 BRZUAH LE
HEAT Dunnett's 7347 , 8 7€ 2% S 5000 doe e O8O0 ok
(NOEC) MUsARF e B2 (LOEC) , RITE T & e B2 T
B L, AR AR B X 2% S B50AS 77 A 2 Wil 19 e e Yk 32 RN
A A 5 0 R S IR T

2 HREHH

2.1 24FHRE

IR AR AR B 24 h LG, i 28. 34

mg/L,95% (1) EA= KR 21.43 ~39.15 me/L; 4534
24 h LCy,fHi >} 3.38 mg/L,95% (1) &= Ny 2. 28
~5.28 mg/L,

2.2 X4 HFHEEAEEM R

TR TN ) B S R A e A U RV VR P
AR 3 d AEFESEUNE 1 iR,

T 25y M2l B WoR, Bk OF/NOF 4b, I £ i
XS ORI R TR ACHEIR A 7358 TR ASHEIR 2K
R E (P <0.05) . FHXTREZEE,3 000.0 pg/L
WL 0 S RRAIR T 4R AP B IS R (P < 0.05) , 1
HEkE S5 AT EE25 (P >0.05); 55X
HAHEL W BEAE 0.03.,0.3 3.0 pg/L Wk BEZ X 48 H
it Hp R S B ET A 2R JE R (P > 0. 05) , {5 30.0,
300.0.3 000. 0 pg/ Lk BE 20 i 3 FAIG 1 %6 Ho A e
TRACHEA E 33 (P <0.05) 5Bk BE7E 0. 03 0. 3 |
3.0.30.0.300.0 wg/L, JRASHEMASZ RS R K 24.38%
~32. 2%, HE5 XML LR FH LR
(P>0.05),3 000.0 pg/L 410 FA% T 1838 M 1A
ZHER (P <0.05),

FAAGUA8 T o FEE 0 A ER R R K S 45 /{455 B
WEAR RASHER o TR ASHEIAR Z G AT B E
(P <0.05) . 5X%FHE41HHEL,40.0.,400.0 pwg/L i
JEA 0 AR T AR K 32 (P <0.05) ;4.0
40.0.,400. 0 pe/L ¥ FE 4 i E AL T OF/NOF Hi
MR (P <0.05) ;40.0.400. 0 pg/L H BF 21 5 2% F A%
T FR(P<0.05),
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Tab.1 Effects of malathion and fenpropathrin on the reproduction of B. calyciflorus after 3-day exposure

Zyhh R/ i HE 00/ AE 185 DA A REHDH RACHEMRZ A
2R pg - L7! K&K r OF/NOF MR/ % FR/%
0 1.03 £0.02 0.82 £0.06 15.29 £1.05 30.80 £3.40
I 0.03 1.05 +0.01 0.93 £0.05 14.70 +1.63 32.32+2.71
R 0.3 1.08 +0.01 0.78 +0.06 15.01 =£1.24 30.03 +4.09
3.0 1.05 £0.01 0.66 £0.07 12.02 £0.86 24.61 £1.58
Eﬁ' 30.0 1.01 £0.01 0.64 £0.04 7.20£1.01" 18.21 £5.93
G 300.0 0.99 +0.01 0.64 +0.08 6.24 £0.91 = 24.38 +6.91
3.000.0 0.85+0.02" 0.72 +0.10 2.33+1.13" 6.67 £6.67"
0 1.03 £0.02 0.82 £0.06 15.29 £1.05 30.80 £3.40
H 0.004 1.05 £0.02 0.84 +0.06 14.04 £1.32 35.25 £6.11
e 0.04 1.03 +0.01 0.60 +0.09 12.62 +0. 89 25.06 +7.29
ﬁ 0.4 1.00 £0.01 0.77 £0.03 10.93 £1.06 19.50 £3.93
/%J 4.0 0.99 £0.02 0.48 +0.06 = 7.98 £1.23" 20.28 £4.25
Fi 40.0 0.90 £0.02" 0.48 £0.04" 7.07 £1.42" 7.86 £3.50"
400.0 0.79 £0.02" 0.44 £0.05" 2.73 £0.90 " 0"

T " PR AN R W BE A K 5 %) R BT LA B 22 57 (P <0.05) 6

Note: " indicates significant difference from control (P <0.05)by dunnett’s test.

2.3 MNERERELHRT dKRRIPFEHZNT

B 1A BT, bz s A 4G ER T AR 3L 7 d AR
IR BT 7™ o A J 252 (P <0.05) o 5% RRZAH HE,
0.03 wg/L 4115 F7 B 8 X A4 IR B9 7 o TG & 3 72 Tl
(P>0.05) ,{H0.3 pg/L4] W {2 38 i 1 AKHR 5 7=
(P <0.05),3.0.30.0.300.0.3 000 pg/L4 2%
R T ORBREN 5 (P <0.05) , & 1B AT 0L, H0 44
Fig ik BE 7E0. 004 we/L 5 Xf B8 41 4 Eb C 0. 3% %2 T
(P>0.05),{H0.04.0.4 4.0 .40.0.400.0 wng/L 4
AR T ARAR B 7 4 (P <0.05)

2.4 WNEREELHMNSEZILE

M 2 145 S50 NOEC il LOEC {H H %5 n] LA
Al RA MR 5 RE X 2 A 50 2 5 0 S hr i
W He AR AURR, T OF/NOF %of Th 7 7% s A 50Uk, FR 1Y
HUEMEAR T MR 5 RE, 1fii & T r; RE, OF/NOF }¢
MR X} H 54 TR HL TR 5 FR A ABURRPE AR Y 5
UG AT LAAS H i ol o) 6 o A B B AR T %
i, T LI 2 2ty % 4 E ) AR B B9 7™ o 5% 1) e
B e AIRAN ¥k B LOEC 43 512 0. 3 pg/L Al
0.04 pg/L,

4.0
g
- .g T B
ES30f
=]
< g i % *
=~ &
I ;2.0
e | *
= oo
= £ 1o} *
=0 [ 7
0
0 0.004 0.04 04 4 40 400
HE5b/ngL”
Fenpropathrin

V" R AR AL 0 BRALA A 83522 5 (P <0.05) ¢
1 SHmSNERPEIEEERRRT d /RIRIP 2R

Note; " indicates significant difference from control (P <0.05)by dunnett’s test

Fig.1 Effects of malathion and fenpropathrin on the resting egg production of B. calyciflorus at 7 d
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3.1 SHmBMREHEENERNIESHE

A A B B 2g ks C A il
(Snell & Janssen 1995) , {H 5 K A HLAE 135 Fig 25 &
R 0F e de 7 M 52 ) 4l 18 %D (Marcial et al,

2005) , Fernandez-Casalderry % (1992) B} 3% & ¥l &
PRI A 48 IR 24 h LCy, 0 33.72 mg/L; il
AT, DR AL AR 24 h LCs,
28.34 mg/L, FHCEHEGLWK AR AT GE 54 HUih 5
BIR AT BT 25 AT 55 e, B I ~F- 45 (2005 )
WFFE s EEE IR A0 R 4e thfe e 24 h LGy,
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Tab.2 Effects of malathion and fenpropathrin
on the toxicity of B. calyciflorus at3 d pg/L

¥ Thfir i A T
NOEC LOEC NOEC LOEC
r 300.0 3000.0 4.0 40.0
OF/NOF - - 0.40 4.0
MR 3.0 30.0 0.40 4.0
FR 300.0 3000.0 4.0 40.0
RE 0.03 0.3 0.004 0.04

3.38 mg/L, T VR 02 BR X AL A 24 h
LCsy 9 4. 18 mg/L, W] 3 R 2 3% H %o 48 i 1
KNG LPITIIEA K o
3.2 Ghmbin RSB R AR

A TR, IS HORP e 04 < AR AR A2 BURT
1575 4L W) 19 7 P ( Radix et al, 2002; Xi & Feng,
2004 ) . Sarma 45 (2001) B 5% T AN R 2 B2 T
FEXSBRWERT A 58 A HL (B, angularis) FIH4578 2
S HL(B. patulus) FEERG 1R, 3 HY BT A7 4 vk
FEET0.3125 mg/L 1 0. 16 mg/L 43K T £ 22
RS B 45 R A Ly B B K 3 Day
(1989) & B UL B 1 44 g 2 A 285 41 2K =] Ak ( per-
methrin) 55215 ( cypermethrin) | YR 251G ( delta-
methrin) 1 & JX 2§ Bg ( fenvalerate ) ¥ JF K T
10.0 pg/L IR 48 SRRSO . ARBFRE R
TR, SRR AE 0. 03 ~300. 0 we/L X4 R A e 3 d
BRI W E M (HH B TE 3 000. 0 pg/L FEAR T
FIHESE IR 1 0. 004 ~ 4.0 pg/L FHUAG R XS 2248
B RS A R TE B S, (HYR JEAE 40.0 ~
400. 0 pg/L N 2 25 FEAR 1 A AF 1S K 28, Radix 4%
(2002) WF5¢ A BLAG R 3 d FhAE G 1< 30 PEAN ME —
Pt | - I AN 2 U R SR 2 55 4, Gallardo
S5 (1997 ) BIF 58 3803R 0 8 40 2 e 5w N e 31
0.05 ~50.0 mg/L ) 173 — M — % PRah i =it |
IR 2R (T ) 1 20~ BRI Bz i ( 20-HE ) Xof 56 Ht
ARG AR Y TC W2 52, B 50 mg/L [ vy - &
FTHR(GABA) 0. 0025 TU/mL #1 0. 025 1TU/mL f)
A=K ZE (GH) ,0.25 TU/mL A1 2.5 IU/mL iy A 4§
BAETEMRIER (HCG) LUK S mg/L 9 5 - Bk (S
— HT) 10 55! 241 048 A0 2 56 R R0 4, Dt R
FIRES A2 WP e HORp e B B S A G
3.3 BHMBURMEERS T
3.3.1 AR BEFERWRe B A RS
PEAZ B (0 AR 35 1 3) X5 YL ) B 5UE% . Smell &
Carmona(1995) #ff 35 % #1.,0. 2 mg/L PCP.0.3 mg/L

BESEIAL( chlorpyrifos ) X 22 {05 48 2 d FpfFRG <
RIC R HXE YEAETE A W 525 Xi & Liu
(2004 ) J B H BEFEAT HEFN B H R O 6 2L 3 d R
PR R U PRI TR A %, R W HE HUA P AR FR 3K
T B U, ARBFFE & B, 30.0.300. 0 pg/L &
PO PR T4 3 d AR AC & (H A X 4
AR R TR 54, 0 pe/L HEH TR B
REAR T H I3 d FPREIR 28 28, T iZ vk B 0 4 s i
R R TC W R

3.3.2 HOPMER G IR Bl Radix 5§
(2002 ) Ji; S H 3 d FREESE 00 P4k HE i T
LTy R SE AU X AR R R e 2R B R, e R4S B
AR 55 A 45 B B A4S 1L 451 ( OF/NOF ) Sy B U o
ARG A58 RIS LB Uk B X OF/NOF o5
1M B4 TR X OF/NOF A4 12 35 52 1, 31X 3% B A1) ]
OF/NOF B 1FAf 15 S Wy 5 f, g AR A1 15 G 4y 1
FFNR L, 58 B35 8T

3.3.3 BRMIEKZHFER  Preston % (2000) i FHHE
TER RAC HOPEH 1L Fif N 23 0TI 40 % 4 1 TR 58
TRZAG L], B 4 d BEE ) TR 5 E RS2 K %
H B0 28 i SE AR 5 2 B S U B I 2R R
M), e 8 Fofr Py 4 0 T 4 400 R T A8 AR 32 0 325
WA . AWK, f8H 3 d IR MEIARSZ K
00} EL R A B R 5UAE TR USSP AT TR ASHENR 7 43
TS RIS R Y 5 SRR R AT MEIR S R
X AN )G G (0 SRR 5 Jr I 3k 0 e P o 2 Lk
DL SR AR R KRR

3.3.4 (RIRITEE IRAROPD S A A E Y
Py, R RIS KRB N ™ i AR O H UMb A 5 4,
mMHBRE T PR, Preston & Snell (2001 ) #F5%
% B0 PCP Al Cu®* YREFH 25.0 we/L F15.0 pwg/L i}
ERE A A R 4 d ORIR DN L, TR
XA HL A R R 38 K T B 35 5 T s Marcial 25 (2005)
WFSE % H DT RE S 2 5 L M s i i & 3, e e
7 d PRAR B 77 R U R AR . AR R, S
BB EAE 0.03 e/ L 58 HL AR AR 51 7= TG 52 1
0.3 pg/L B EIEIN T4 BARBR IR ™ 5, 3X 7] BB & 1%
YR 2 X 4G H AR RS 4 B RIVE T, AN
ST T RS A R MR 3G, B 2T B RS
AMRASEFEHL 2 3G, 51 B R R O A5 & 38 fn 5 3.0 ~
3.000.0 wg/LIE 2 FEAK T ARAR O ™ it ; B 048 R ik
JETE 0.004 0. 04 g/ LXTEALE R4S HU5e HUARIR D
PRI HWRE 0.4 ~400. 0 pe/L & FEAK T
6 ORI GN 775, I ™ A i IR DR 5 SRR 2
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3.3.5 RERAET ARG RERN, ERFRER
A A B A G A B T A T A 38 T
JE, LA PRI 9 7 2k 4536 b o e SURK 4 46 b
(%2), Shifimexide R 7 d PRAR BN 7 i i = JE K
REHEE N 0.03 pwe/L, HeflRAUM MR EE H 0.3 pe/L, 1fii
FH 4538 i e e AR SO0 R B 0. 04 g/ L, e AR AN
WP 0.4 we/L, SHimiss M H SN H T2
i, © 78 B N Ab— e 7K A Hr gl & 0 5k, Sujatha
2£(1999) 7 Indian o] A5 SR G a4 & o 1. 373
~13.013 pg/L; MPBE4E (2003 ) B FH M €03 7 12
T 75 AR B L B AT R K S R B v
0.04 pg/L, 1M Zx & LB S HEE 7K R 1. 54 pg/Ls It
Ah, BREIAE (2007 ) 3 47 1 A6 50T s U A6 /N
ARG K AL HR T 3R K 5 K HR 4 TR A 2 1
B, RBUE K AR AE AR A5 TR | R A TR LU 44 TR
FIIRFBE TR , WA 0. 013 ~ 0. 920 pg/L, /KK
fax 26 3 BE AT A AR T A9 3 56 b R o g8 R x
OF/NOF MR ,FR 1 £} 67 4 1 FF 453 Ji v B, {HLK
fArf DL b A 245 114 v B X6 58 HUR BIR B 7™ 2 5 1) 4 5
PRI B 7 d PRBR O ™ B A e s AR A v e UK A 35
P, BT AR Ay W 7 4% r s ol R R 503 TR
HERRFHFSH

5% 3k

BRI A=, 7, 5. 2007, Sk 5 K AL B /KA Hh 25 TR 2
RLTFREE [T TP EPREE I, (1) 227 - 30.

PRI, /0 . 2009. DU kLN HL 4 T DR AR 2 1 P10 Ml R
WEPEDFFELT ] P E PR R ,29(2) 152 - 156.

RISV, R e, R R, 4. 2005. JRIR A R X AL R 4
B ge e sh SR [ ]. shsrdie, S1(1): 251 -
256.

U A7, AR, 4. 2003, [ AR TS IS UM (0 35 B R Ik
FHINSE A HUBE A BRI R A i [0 ). 3 ,21(3) 2273 -
276.

RERE A, TULI, BRI 1. 2005. 7K B85 vh Ak 25 25 43 o 4t
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Effects of Malathion and Fenpropathrin on the Reproduction of Brachionus calyciflorus
LU Zheng-he, WU Jian-xin, LUO Gang

(Jiangsu Key Laboratory of Marine Biotechnology, Huaihai Institute of Technology,
Lianyungang 222005, P. R. China)

Abstract: Reproduction of Brachionus calyciflorus was studied under different concentrations of malathion and fen-
propathrin, including the parameters of 3-d population growth rate (r), ovigerous females/non — ovigerous females
(OF/NOF) , mixis rate (MR) , fertilization rate (FR) , and 7-d resting egg production (RE). The results showed
that malathion and fenpropathrin significantly affected r, MR and FR of B. calyciflorus. Malathion had no signifi-
cant effect on OF/NOF, while fenpropathrin significantly affected OF/NOF. The lowest observed effect concentra-
tion (LOEC) of malathion affected RE, MR, r and FR was 0.3, 30.0, 300.0 and 300. 0 pg/L respectively. LO-
EC of fenpropathrin affected RE, MR, OF/NOF, r and FR was 0.04, 4.0, 4.0, 40.0 and 40. 0 pg/L respective-
ly. This study indicated that there were different effects between malathion and fenpropathrin on the reproduction of
rotifer, and the RE could be used as an indicator to assess the potential effect of these two pesticides in water.

Key words: malathion; fenpropathrin; Brachionus calyciflorus; reproduction



