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SUBJECT: Mesocosm protocol to support "Asana" and "Pydrin"
i (EPA Reg. Nos. 352-485, 352-486) -

A formal review was not given to the protocol submitted as it
lacked pertinent descriptions of intended treatment methods and
rates. This information must be present for final acceptance of
a protocol. The protocol was reviewed for consistency with EEB's
draft guidance document for conducting mesocosm tests and

was determined to be quite consistent. The following points will
bear consideration in submittal of a final protocol and ultimate
conduct of the study:

1) The ponds should develop a natural fauna and flora
consistent with aquatic systems in the general area of the
test, deficiencies noted during the acclimation phase should
be rectified by addition of appropriate organisms in the
treatment phase of the test;

2) Bottom sampling with Ekman dredge during the acclimation
phase should be scrutinized for possible disruptions to
benthic biota;

3) Fertilization must be closely monitored to ensure that
eutrophic conditions will be averted in the treatment phase;



4) Determinations of treatment rates should make use of
available models (i.e., SWRRB, Holst Drift, etc.) and
experiential data to arrive at a typical value which will
represent all (or at least the predominant) registrations of
Asana (Pydrin);:

5) High and low treatment levels should be based on the
range of expected exposures from minimal to worst case

situations, if 10(x) and 1/10(x) are adequate to span the
range fine, otherwise different multiples should be considered;

6) Any modifications in the treatment phase methods warranted
from observations made in the acclimation phase should
- be made in consultation with EEB staff.

.The protocol has been evaluated and is considered acceptable
contingent on agreement of treatment methods and rates.



