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Residues of Glyphosate in Environmental Media and Its Effects on Environmental Organisms
SHEN Wenjing, LIU Laipan, LIU Biao"

(Nanjing Institute of Environmental Sciences, Ministry of Ecology and Environment, Nanjing 210042, China)
Abstract: As the most widely used pesticide in the world, the degradation and residue of glyphosate in environmental
media and its effects on environmental organisms have attracted more and more attention. With the development of
industrialization of glyphosate-resistant transgenic crops in China, the usage of glyphosate increases rapidly, and its effects
on the ecological environment would be highly valued. This paper reviewed domestic and foreign research progress on
residual status of glyphosate and its metabolites AMPA in soil and water, along with the effects of glyphosate and its
metabolites on environmental organisms (soil animals, aquatic/amphibious animals, insects and birds). Suggestions on
management and control of the environmental risks caused by the excessive use of glyphosate were put forward in order to
provide scientific basis for environmental risk assessment and safe application of glyphosate.

Key words: glyphosate; environmantal residue; environmental organism; transgenic crop

BH R, A0 52 A BR O N-BE R PP H 2R A2
A4 CHNOP, 2 iy AR A A e L A4, 3
FAFAEIL S N IRANER S, 15 1 09230°C o W T7K, Ak
W LW CBEMR AT HLA A, B € TR0, AN T
A AN S 20 L 70EEAR, AT RBLZM R AAT
WERBIIRE . 19744, di L #A mIBIE A T 2 H B
P b i ARGE T JFRE I HE IR T3, TP IR TR R
AR DA B3 B0 RRAATE P 1) P

BB — N AR T B K AR A PR

%% H#8:2023-01-01

SR B A 3 T e R R A Ak P S0 T AT
Tk 7 R -3- 1 1R 75 TiiE (S-EPSP4 D) 45 45 1 310 1) 1
T, AR S A R IR A A 2 B, AR EL
FEPZET- R, RO I e T H A AR B o B R
UF SR R T A V2 A P e ol A B A T A
DRV 0 P K TR R A, I R H R A Bk A8
R K BRI,

ARG T B WA G T RO A L R K Ak
P R A R B e L AR KA S | R

EE&TH . ERABREEIEGI B H 32171656 ; RN & Rl i KI5 H (20222D0402105)
YE& B TLSCH (1982, U3, VLIRS, 810, B ERBIF 04, 2 B R SE R A4 22 4> TAE . E- mail: swj@ nies.org
BASAEE SUBR (1969 » U3, TEIRARMIN, W12, BEFT 0L, EZNFAEM ZREERST 5 A1) %4 TAE . E- mail: liubiao@nies.org

- 27 -



ARk

B2EHE LM

SRURIT 5 SEEE AT A (10 5 00 AR IE 45 2R, LASYI N
A B KT B i (1 A 35 e 4 ey B R AR

1 WMEHBREEREYHNAZSEE BN
KR

201HZL904FE AR LAk , 4 KL DRI 49 (1 1 1] Aol A K
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52 1 3EBURL . pH AT LTS R IR K R AR
2 K3 A5, B AR AN (7] 1 8 v i) S B o
SRR A~151 D, AR A 45 A0 W os 5 H B e
g R B KR AR BE R ORI H T S A
I TR A R e XA P o ) R AMPA G B
AL F]2 299+ 476 wg/kghlld 204+ 2 258 pg/kg.
PR TG HEST, A FH SR B, B 1 kg 1 90 f 14
I mgHEH B, Al R BR42 dfS TR ST LA
TG L DXCAN () 2 28 3 v ) 2 IR ke B AR 130~
910 wg/kg, AN [F)HE DX LT 58 b (1) 5% B B AT B 2
W SUERNNEP - AT REY (25 At E IS < dPS | S
2R H g R B AMPARR B K RN
100%, 5% FE R I 23 51 9270~690 wg/kgM12~8 we/kg,
BT R IR BB 1 (Fe T RIARD 5B
AR S/ B S N YN S AP S AN 3 b
BT IR ABRAN A L X - 3 1 FOH AT AMPA
B P A s 0o, v 1 R R T g e R
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S NI P n i ) g R,
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Rl TAERIEFHEHBRERE=% AMPA KB HE

HOH B

AMPA

I FARE BlEm,  BAAERGeke) | BEYM  REReeke)
LIRS A H 100 690 100 8 [16]
BT 1 R 100 8105 100 38939 [14]
i R 100 1270 — — [17]
WORH) Y &I 30 1200 70 720 [18]

5 [H A H R R L 91.1 476 93.3 341 [19]
FHE A 86.6 3820 86.6 1.93 [20]
(g Y A H 100 1502 100 2256 [21]
A It AR HH 55T S b 36.7 40 000 46.9 2500 [22]
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i AR T 7K H ) H BRI AMPA B B 155 1062,
F ] DU tH AR B 3 KA ) 5 H B F AMPA
B B R G H R R, K IRAT g N B A AR A
(RS, HH 2%, D0 WA R H i n T AR s i i A A ek
TP S ZEA YN R G S 1 SE 9 R A5
M DX RHRIE, R A ER KA R R AMPA B
KBk B4 I AE 1.69 ~427 we/LI10.6~397 pg/L
(D) . P2 N 1 i 5 H B AT AMPAKS H
I IE90% L L, Bk B 543 AE0.03~1.69 wg/LAI
0.05~4.16 wg/L, A~ [ s £ 5% B B Bl 7K A b R v
FEE ARG 0 T B, 1 B ST 28 b P B T 1) i
TP HR, SR B PR E 10445 03 1 X 1964 8 ZKFF i
R S BT AMPARS: H %73 73] 4y 14.3%4115.8%,

o e ik B 40 00 M 32.49 pg/LA110.31 we/Ls 694
MR KA P R B R AMPA K H 2R 23 i A
1.01%710.86% , 5 i1 5% B 730l 242,09 pg/LFI15.13
/L1, 3 bR 7K TP ) T BT AMPA B, B A
EE 1 2 7K Ab TR A, AEAT A /D, 1 W] e 3
KA 358 (R 55 H N AMP AR B3 4748 1) L R /K35
375 TR AU o L 3 7K At R RIURE WS A 118 e gt A
AMPA S TR 7K AR JEE S 224, PR ) v IX 250 4 J5t
HUREEE7/1 g T L T N S M B A U T 7
DU i B B R AMP AR i B2 i TSR AR T[] —
A7 IR 7K AR 109331 - fy 7K A b B R FT AMPA K
PR 52 P N AR VR A5 DR 2R R W), T AR A AH G AR
5E HLBE AR, IR TCRR ) TP 17 G ik 1 B8 fe AR B
IKAAZ 5 B I SRR L

®2 FAEBERKGPHEEBEERE ™Y AMPA 7% B#H#E

wH g

AMPA

(EE FEACIRTS SR
" R RAREEeL) KR ERE (e L)
Hh K G H D 100 45 [16]
LIRS
HiF K CR 2D 100 4 44 11 [16]
£ K ORI 7D 55 427 74 397 [19]
R 7K ORI 7D 5.8 2.03 14 4.88 [19]
- K ORI R 7D 29 50 50 48.9 [27]
o
R K ORI R 7D 1.3 24 1.9 19 [27]
WK G H 2D 33 21.2 61 42 [28]
BT & X
FE7K G D 15 113 53 6.5 [28]
/K R 12D 14.3 32.49 15.8 10.31 [29]
r )
Hb R 7K CR D 1.01 2.09 0.86 5.13 [29]
B AL 67 17 83 45 [30]
JIEDN T B S 84 3 16 0.6 [31]
(] Ho R K CR D 38 6.8 — — [32]
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() 22 i T v A P < RIS (HERE A FH D)
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(115.49 mL/m> 18 w , W] iz 368 40 1 v K AR B
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AR 1% ETF2280%, Ui W] & H B i 17 | i
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i g g A B H i AL i Touchdown” (5 &
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elegans) YW I HL AL EE R &4 1T (BEFA R I =0
D 52 B0, ATPZKCPBEAR, IS 05 g, i
W% o 75 I B A 2 JURAT — € A28 33 1R

x3 EHBXLENMHENFLE

Yy TR eI A] WO EEBEN
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G- b b5 (Lumbricus terrestris) HEE R CRID 80d FAALE 5] 5 SI0E P e A SRS AT N 5 [42]
T Z WS (Eisenia foetida) 60.7 mg/kg CHH gD 3w BEHSIAE T H IR AN 5 0, {HE 2 52 B [43]
Alma millsoni ) .
. . SN 3 R ] i T fCAE W) B Ve R AR AR AL, Pantoea
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%~10% - . - ik 'é” ;i; R 'J’/— Eil ’
5N BEAT 2k HL (Caenorhabditis elegans) 3%7=10% (Touch 30 min R PACEEESL YN GRS B A7 S0 B RAD, B [46]
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FHATP/KCY FRAR AL S A L B i I, 7 A e g

32 EHBRAEMAH A

IRA VR A A iy S AR VS AE K, B R A
PRI PR A B A 1 7K AR R SO A B AR A S
JBGRH KTR (Daphnia magna) T 48 1% R K A4
AT R P2 AR R4V R R ST
T T K R s AH OIS0 A I B H i 2 L R b A
mn e R K AR RAT N VAR KRB M EESE, IFR
A T ALFE VRSO R R A R L AR (25 mg/L
150 mg/D K, KB 2L AR W) 4 26 B[]
BIHEIR , B A B 1Y 0 PR AR, SR 4RI T A
FA T 1~ 3T e T, B WIR H os th— e )
TR ZR AR mg/LAH BT, KL @RhAN
FEDRAD (140 faDNAS 17 . 25 , W Tl 2B W) vk 41
J8 5 Ka e RS 53 T RN AR R A A 56 IR R AN
[T A T 22 e, g i A0 B H B RS ML AL ™ W “ Faena’
(0~3.15 mg/L) N, Daphnia exilisi= " #] J5 4 B A
TEIE R FREE, HoA KA 52 B 52, 1 B 2 1
i nT fig R AT g AL B

R 0] T VRAL PR Qe B A KRR &5
B R AN 1) 0% T A0 28 1 9 i 1 ) AH % S
R, A H BT f0 S R RO, R I AT AR AL
AP AT R VR B s R R 2
AN S, BE 4 (Danio rerio) | # £ (Jenynsia
multidentate) F1HE 4 (Cyprinus carpio) 55 2 Ff 1
I i A0 AN R 52 e H M S i b A 7 il S B R
AT A S, R AEAE KR AL B T) T B, i
AL, P2 5w B PEAT N, XL U T %
T AR B Bt 10 £ R S RSB [ (72741, i 1 £ JYR
5 7% T 50 H B (0.05~10.000 g/ F120 h, & fifi
() i H A A 5 e, aB Bl e ) T B, pP At i Ok
W, [RS8 5 R & kAR ph 28 LA I TR,

AW A (Odontesthes humensis) %% §& 7F & 15 (3.68
mg/L) 24 h, fAR N & A A N BN, 7= 42 DNA
P05 < 4 R T AR LG0T T 68 (Oncorhynchus
mykiss) 55X (F) 2 i 7 H B (1 wg/D 444 T, F,
RERKATEARZ 2 W, (HAEFACLH AR LK
KRB A0 R 2R A T B, 150 £ SR fi
T B FEUS ARG 2 G I R R ) 2
PEDSL B TR AMPAX IR 1) 1 4)) 1 H AT 1AL B
PR 1) S5 I 5 W B2 340 24 1.7 mg/LPe,

PR EN) ) B Bk R A mis & vk, vk K
128 4, A0S F W) ot v] DR Je kA sk
AN R 0l A A8 R B A B AR B B2 B0 1) 75 55, 2 FF
BEGW Ja S A R E BB, DAL Y B AR
X oy 52 B K AL Sz i I S T R AT T A
oK T B H Il B I R A R PR A 20 0 I i
R s} 552 )R] AR O, g5 L W OR BT T R DL S e
30 () I i i v, B AT B v L TP E
HIG AL BEPE L A IS ) 2% 8 70 R T I p kA 77 i (2.5
mg/D ', 23 53 F0R IR F WK  DNAS 7 AR &
FLs QMR BRIERE (AChE) #1'T BEIHAR PG (BChE) i
PR 25 1 0, S o e A 7 T e L AT
28 B PR RH TR B AR 7 ) AMPA RE ) T i f
(Bufo spinosus) WG A5 5, HE I ] B8 2 42040 B 35
SRR AET s AR 5 AMPA (0.07 wg/D) %R &
B AL TEZSAH LE SR BE (3.6 wg/D) 52 B K108
otk B LS A NS R Sk W BE 4% i (Lithobates
pipiens) {5 HLIRIH R H G A7 AU L 1 0 B
FITHELH e s S5 ol P 810 5 S 0 AU AUAZ B R B, o
HBE RO Al 7 R BT AR & A Hh 0 sk (Rhinella
arenarum) ] AR W] g AT 1AL BEPERI B, JF
X 2 e A A S L JE A AR K S A T e
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2023 42 YSCHE, 46 HOH BRAE RS/ 5 b i 2 B8 TR X BRBE AR 4 W S
R4 EHBEWKEEWREYFRAA
Yy TR R ey i) W RON, SR
25 mgLASO mgL okt SR i, R AT, 5 ) (53]
N R Y 21D, T A N 7N
KR (Daphnia magna AR "
0~56 mg/L (5 H i 48 h UK 4O RS 0 28 B AR, SR Bl R34 [54]
R IR E N T34 F5 iy T A7 i AT IS ) S K
'(‘Xl”* ” e 0~11.2 mg/L (Faena 14d ZHVY0, Facnar] B ELA W 4 T-HADRIGEHESR BT [55]
ona guttaia W AR
Daphnia exilis 0~3.15 mg/L (Facna) 21d At I B 53 JE AT T e IS AR LE AR5 1 [56]
JICHE 1A B 7K 2% e
(Notodiaptomus conifer) 07320 mg/L (Escoba 48h KHER [57]
ek BT A0 g L A R A S AR, IE B B T T R, R Ak ok
0.05~10 pg/L CF1H EH 1.5~120h U WA L [63]
BE 1 (Danio rerio) 2~8.5 wg/mL (i 72h TS RS IR T 45 K 77 HE [64]
S WREFALAZAT ARG, 20 B2 AR E A (2 B
0.3 pg/LAI3 pg/l (i H D 2V F, KR T (03]
W DU (Odontesthes 2.07 mg/L A1 3.68 mg/L 24k SV R S U RN R A A NN 3 A AT 66
humensd O A HDNAS 5 26 S T R Lol
N YA e N iR, A ATE ]
{461 (Cyprinus carpio) 1 pL/F110 pL/L CRIB 24 h iﬁﬁuﬁéiﬂg T RILER, SiEmE SR B [67]
. . FRARME IR A7 05 2, 2K & & I [R], FF R AL TE 455 1%
JiER (Bufo spinosus) 0.07~3.6 pg/L AMPA 16d VR I AMPA L 259 S [80]
> B i HH iRl ] s X R R, S TR NI A
Jisdk (Bufo bufo) 0.2 mg/LF14 mg/L (&5 [ 36d giiﬁ WIRGSH AR AR R s, R R R
FEi: (Rana dalmatina 0~6.5 mg/L (RID 9d FEMARHICh AT BTy, BT £ R RS ik J8E 1) e [82]
BE U #8 &L (Pelophylax . PR B2 JUCRIVBE R £ 8 S A 5 ALl ( SODY A 4
nigromaculatus 0827123 mLLURAD 0 s CAD ISR T g
2 AT R L 3 2 A T o N L S
Ak (Lithobates sylvatica) 0.5 mg/L (Ri® 3w 3% VR AR 0 2 S AR S 7, SR R Y [84]

g

VI : FaenafllEscoba g HuH I p ML AL i

3.3 FEHMEML R A

A B R R RS RGN A
P PSS ST BV i QT SE e/
Tk B 2 Pl A il 21 s R, 455 3RS0
Sk ) 5% it A s W AT 5T 5 R0 BB R 8 22 1K SO
FH, FH A AMPAK 5 W 1) A2 A7 R R KN
R8T BT W 20 i A P A5 T R AN R R i B,
I &A1 5 mg/L 2 H B 1R RE A VB W B i
(Bombus terrestris) WA 68 1 52 FH0H], A4
YERFRPE AL R IR R ) PR 25% DA R0 B
6.6 wL/mLEH B AL = 5 30% , wiw) 1) BERE
WG, 2R R W (Apis mellifera) Rl i 48 % 1%
(Apis cerana) 905 R4 IHL RS ARG 2
FERR A B KA A AR LA KA KR B 1% B A F)
S, {H T 48 S 52 31 5% i B B2 AR 0 T TR R
MEAL = S HTPE B, K TE] (20 & £8 FTHEIR ik
JERH B (10 we/D 5 A 25 B AR T i KR i

()17 26, R 06 1) il 3 5 U AE A N PR R 4
BRARHT LR S e 55 7= A2 T R AR e 5 i I
(i) 2% 5 7E (R MR ARIA (3.6 mg/D) T, BRI g
WAEAT A2 B4, 2 ) 12 BL A2 e RE ) T
Bep1os100 e A S L TE B AR DRV S e 1
T2 2R GE R 15 RS A I AR S 2 M D fe . AETRINR
A5 mg/LEH B BERR A IS dJ , B ) i Tl A
eV A 2 AR Ak, 4R T g 1 40 R R 2R 4 S
W 1A% b 1 B (Snodgrassella alvi) . X FF 1 &
(Bifidobacterium spp.) L&A B J& (Lactobacillus
spp.) » J5-BE B ] (Firmicutes) ) AH X Fl & X% =E [~
B, X A A A 15 B 0% ) SR QLR i v 7R T (Serratia
marcescens) - FECILHE T EH RS b AL = b A
TN PR R LA AL 4 I ik (POEAD 18 i 1Y o
0 M 9 T ke BTG A0 M g AT A o R
(Drosophila melanogaster) ] 58 77, U AH Lt & H
Bt J 1P e T R e B LR D,
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R k2 B2EH 1M
x5 EHBNERMNEYERE
L7 TRFRIRIR S E3A| G/ IV 22 30k
- W% F 7 R 13 (MRIP3) & &b, 5%
S ¥t ; ; 2%
ERRNE 1 (Apis mellifera) Z:11,2.16 mg/L 72h B S B [91]
Hif& 1% (Bombus terestris) 2210, 1% (G5 5d ARG A AN A2 Re ) [92]
) 211, 6.6 pL/mL (30%, w/n) s R0 AL R G RS  a SE R AN
Az
I s cerana kit M mkcantu s kramt iy 0
i W N v AT (1 - N
ROKFIE & (Apis mellifera) Z11,0~10 pg/L G H 16d ggiwn&&m’ MAFRIOEEHA [94]
TKWESRAR Y (Trichogramma ostriniae) Wi T K D) 30d ;ﬁ%ﬁf@%%”@ﬁim% A AT AR [95]

3.4 FAHEA B LR

Wt A e Bt P 5 P S ke 8 22 1) 1 2R R Y
AT R B B ) AT 52 38 e TR ) g 1
BT T DA S 2RI BT A A B R, O 52K
B G E R AR R IR K B 0D BAT SRR
IS, SR s AR FR) T AR BIE B 3 B — i T GR
6 . KHTH] (52 w) 1] H A8 5 (Coturnix japonica)
(160 mg/ kg, &5 , HH FEAAMPATLE T A B2,
SER T PH R TS I v P R U R D R [ B R

R H AR5 55 5 15 257 010 2% S2 R 7K T 2028 )
TR DAL BRI REXS B LRI 75 47 mg/kg B H 1B (1) 1)
KL B dg IR R AT R B, IR R B
FEIR , R JIG AARR s 2D 5 A0 RS 1 8 K B 0 A 2 U4
Tk D B B ARAR S 0, bk S R A A A R A
1E2 wE TP~ B R A L Ry R0, IR B 7R (46.8
mg/kg 5 Wi » 152X (I ARSI 24 Be A e H
AT AMPA, K& 13 71 FIDNA FJEAY T2 1 1) 8 25 [
I, X6 7 THT 56 0 7 0CEE B2 87 45 112 s T R,

RO EHBNEXNENMFRN

L2k S e R ilheA e I 1] RN 523k
2511, 160 mglkg Ok 9w TFAEE AN ) A3 R T [104]

H A5 (Coturnix japonica)
211,200 mg/kg CRIA)

LEIREE A AR SEIR (LA S S50
5d WA R B SRR [105]
R ER A S e H I TR R

2510, iRk X B H i )
. 20, BRPFA5E H 0.09 mg/kg CROH D 8w 18 5 TR 2 S [106]
‘ . I AR H I AR AT,
28 VRV, 47 mg/kg CR D 70d (B8 BT AMPA 76 FF e 2 51 [107]
. ' AEAE A B I AN (R LR A A%
(Ra=e Pasg:Ns -
LT NS, 10 mg G D 15d (s ST BT BT P10 2 A [108]
4 R FH AT B8 7 2B 1R BB U 5 8 SR AR T 8 56 4t it «
=

AR, TR L LR AL R e, 8 252022
RS, TR A BR8N IR KT L E KR
PAF T AN AU, Frp 7 A R LA RO
Ptk o Bl 5 55 RO T BOK SR a E vE H
P B RE D v b A P R A AN BT K i
It 2t 2 DRI 400 1 A TR o o0 4R 5 K T AR
B BRI S, R N RS o R A JLAR
YRGS IREE AR RN A 2 e A kil o SR Z 1)
BRI, BEH I S AR I AMPA 23 %) 358 4=
W KA SR BT Y AR R B R R
AN R ) 2 R H B nT e B A s EE AT Y
ORI TIAE L L R 1 FERD s ) Tl R IR

R NI R S I 0 1 T g R AR
WIHE S IREEAN  OK 3 2350 G BR .. B,
BT G oA ol 7 A R IR 1Y ik B BRAE BR M, GB
5749—2006 € 2E 15 K H 7K AR FRAE ) o 16 5 H B PR
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