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1. Potato Dextose Agar (PDA)

sfursalonildenudn 200  N5U
Dextrose (D-glucose) 20 N5
Haju 15 03w
dH20 added 1,000 daaans

o (& < v O w1 3 g
Yonnldensiudia nazdald 18 200 n5y udniusiudSuiugwan 9 adegnd
o a a : o a aa [} @
szana 12 gnunadiaudmas dufinindnlszana 300 dadans sugn (hidsiuag) nses
[l :’ F 9 a :’ C% o Y 9 o :/l
PURNIZ AR 20FNU1911 1AM Dextrose A llazareluiihiuda aulvidinu mimiv
Y b4 oy a aa v Y : :/I o Y v
dunedulutinlszinm 500 fadans sunaugn udnihmsazatons 2 nwaudy w2y

v 0
Ysias W14 1,000 Hanans arotinau

2. Malt Agar (MA)

Malt extract 20 N3N
AL 15 N3y
dH20 added 1,000 dNaqand

¥ . 9
o o [ a aa Y 9 o LY vy
1M malt extract azaolninaualszina 300 Taaaes auldididu Mnuduneiu

v

v v
° A aa o @ @ vy @ a Y
Tundnalszuna 500 fiadans aunsugn HANNATATAENT 2 IHTUNY udrlSuisinaslv

v "
14 1,000 sinaans ar1iNaY
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3. MIUAY

1

2.
3.

4. Enzyme Producing Medium (EPM)

1

2,

[, T SN

~

5. EDTA

83 Colloidal Chitin Agar
. colloidal chitin

NaCl

KH,PO,

. MgSO,*7H,0
.(NH,),CH,0,

. CaCO,

. glycerol 87%

CHIYY

. dH,0 added

. colloidal chitin
NaCl

. KH,PO,

. MgSO,*7H,0
.{NH,),CH.O.
. CaCo,

. glycerol 87%

. dH,O added

(pH 8.0)

EDTA (Na=2H,0)

d

6. Acetic

dH,O0 added to

acid solution (10%)

Glacial acetic acid

ddH,0 added to

90

150
0.250
0.375
0.125
0.625
0.375
6.5
15

1,000

50

0.250
0.375
0.125
0.625
0.375
6.5

1,000

186.1

1,000

250
2,500

Uaaans

Unaans

5

Uanans

Hanans

anans



7. 40% Acrylamide (49:1)
Acrylamide
Bis-acrylamide

ddH,O added to

8. 40% Acrylamide (19:1)
Acrylamide
Bis-acrylamide

ddH,O added to

9. AgNO, solution (0.1%)
AgNO,

ddH,O added to

10. Nitric acid solution (1%)
65% Nitric acid

ddH,0 added to

11. 1x TE buffer
IM Tris pH 8.0
0.5 M EDTA
ddH,0 added to

12. 10x TBE buffer
Tris-base
Boric acid
0.5M EDTA
ddH,0 added to

91

156.8

32

400

152

400

23

2,500

355
2,500

10

1,000

270

137.5

100
2,500

anans

N5

Janans

Haaansg

naans

Unaans

inaans



13. 50x TAE buffer
Tris-base
Glacial Acetic acid
0.5 EDTA

ddH,0 added to

92

242
57.1
100

1,000

14. Phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) pH 4.7

NaCl
Na,HPO-2H,0
KH,PO,

KCl

ddH,0 added to

15. 6% Polyacrylamide gel
Urca
40%PAA (19:1)
10x TBE buffer
10% APS
TEMED

ddH,0 added to

16. 10% SSCP gel
40% PAA (49:1)
10x TBE buffer
Glycerol: Formamide
10% APS
TEMED

ddH,O added to

8
1.44
0.24
0.20
1,000

1.5
0.75
0.50

50

50

20

@

A3
yanans
Hanans
lulnsans
lulnsans

yanans

Hanans
yaaans
Hanans
lulasans
luTnsans

Uaaansg
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17. SSCP loading buffer

Bromophenol blue 0.03 N3
Xylenecyanol 0.035 n3Y
ddH,0 200 lulnsaas
5N NaOH 100 lulasans
Formamide added to 50 LLGE

19. 0.2M Acetate buffer pH 5.0
Acetic acid 11.55 dadans

C,H,0,Na 164  N3U

ddH,0 added to 1,000 iaaans
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1. 35mM31n38u Colloidal Chitin

Famalnauin 10 ndu azaolunsanoaresn anududu 85 wedidud Usinas 100
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5% colloidal chitin

0.1 M acetate buffer pH 5.0

1% DNS reagent
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maewon 11§AsovesmsranilFlumsianenssuvosenlanl ndune

Reaction Enzyme (pul) 5% colloidal chitin (ul) | 0.1 M Acetate buffer (ul)
Enzyme substrate 125 125 E
Enzyme blank 125 = 125
Substrate blank < 125 125
Blank - - 250

UfAsenvesasHaugnii luungum

L

A -~ < q’:
DU 37 oAl Wuan 20 mﬁ IMNUU

1#31 3,5 — Dinitrosalicylic acid (DNS) anududu 1 nlosidud 1U3uas 250 Tulnsdas iile
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A ~ A Y A o 1 Ay y
ﬂ15%ﬂﬂautlﬁ\1‘ﬂﬂ’n“ﬂ1jﬂau 540 u11uln@]5 AULA IO spcctrophotometer llﬁ$u1ﬂ1wvlﬂhlﬂ
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4. msﬁu&'unmﬂmmgmmmmm:mﬂ N-acetylglucosamine (NAG)
4.1 95001502010 Stock solution ANWIUTY 1 Haansw/lianans lagss NAG 0.01
@ :’ o A an o =Y [~/
A5y azawluniingu 10 Hadaes vdnihwmssudumsazaiouaTIIUANWTLTY 0.02,

0.04, 0.06, 0.08, 0.1,0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 Az 1 Yaaniu/Aanans AINITINHUIN 40

I = 9 Y a a o
ATTNANUIN 2 NMITLATINTITALATUUIATI U N-acetylglucosamine AINUIVNUVU 0-1 yaansu/

Haaans
ANIVUVY Stock solution Wnanind
(Naansu/iaaans) (lulnsans) (lslnsans)
0 - 250
0.02 5 245
0.04 10 240
0.06 15 235
0.08 20 230
0.1 25 225
0.2 50 200
0.4 100 150
0.6 150 100
0.8 200 50

1 250 0

4.2 @umsazate DNS 1311035 250 Julasans
Y :’ A ~ o Yy a =
4.3 auluiudeauu 10 uH uazyir ldwu laeiun

v g v
4.4 @wihnauilsinas s Tadaas uazih i) iameanauneei 540 unluwas
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0.8 e
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0.7 4 2
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2
0.2 ///
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0.2 2
4
01 /
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0 ’/‘ T T T T T T T T T 1

0 0.1 0.2

0.2 0.4 0.5 0.6 0" 0.8 0.9

concentration of N-acetyvigucosamine (img/ml)

MWHUIN 3 N3 1IN 14 N-acetylglucodamine

1

1.1

' N Yy 9
MINHUIN 3 ﬂiﬂ'l‘i@‘ﬂﬂﬁuu’dﬂﬂlfldﬁﬁﬂ%iﬂﬂiﬂ(ﬂijﬂ! N-acetylglucosamine NI UUYY 0-1

yaansu/slanans

v v ' A
ANWYNUY AINIRANAUNAN

g
540 N UHAS

@(iaansu/iaaans)

0
0.02
0.04
0.06
0.08

0.1
0.2
0.4
0.6

0.8

0
0.011
0.023
0.042
0.058
0.077
0.169
0.355
0.532
0.744

0.930
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5. Maannarnanssuva el lafma

A15A9AU (substrate) 125 TuTasans + 0wl (enzyme) 125 lulnsans

Usmassan 250 Tulnsans
Unngumaii 37 esriwaoa iunan 20 Wi

v

FANIMIAANAULAIN 540 11 TUILAS

AT AS40 2508 § Tulnzn iy
Uiimung = X aaniu x 1,000 ———
Siope 125 HEEH
A540 - r
= —— x2 x 1,000 lninindi
Stope
A540 - 1uSeets
= Siopt x 2 % 1,000 x 2713 yinilye
A540 1 it
= — X 2% 1,000 X —— x - = X e o
Siope 221.2 20 umk 125 lulssanms
A540 1 1 1,000 . ..
= = x 2 x 1,000 x — 5 X jjaaars
Slope 2212 20 uwk 125
A54'0 = e as
= % 3.6166 yun/uaaan:
Slope 3

*190 luanave N-acetylglucosamine (11 221.2 A5/ Tua
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ad =) =) v v Jd o d
1. M3 enadun 1 nvnYY 2 1o sidua
Fawauadu 2 31 aza1wly 0.1 M acetate buffer pH 5.0 1531193 100 iadans uay
o Y Y 4 - o d ;’1 3 a =1 [ =} @
11119 aua20m509 1 Tasrn 9 600 Iaa 1Uszina 3-4 A59 ASIAZ 10 TUIN TAINIAFUIL
v v

0 v
srduiugounanilTunZeusialvanudow Wuna 30 wii wdninihnnsea1d luls

< o v
WuasaIaY

v a 3 a
2. msiananssaeulaililsaea
@ A o a Y aa @ a A A a aaa
msdanenisuveseu lmilisaemiluisnsialsinuvedldsaunmnannilgnse
' 4 a @ u’/’ Y a d =
sernaeu el lndwanumsasqunnhuaa
mmninlylumsnalgnsm
2% casein from bovine milk
0.1 M acetate buffer pH 5.0
10% Trochloroacetic acid (TCA)

0.5 N Folin Ciocalteu’s phenol reagent

aann —Hq Y v A o aQ
maaruan 4 1lnsovesmswauildluns Jatenssuvoaen il sdee

Reaction Enzyme (pul) 2% casein (pl) 0.1 M Acetate buffer (ul)
Enzyme substrate 100 400 =
I Enzyme blank 100 = 400
Substrate blank = 400 100
Blank | = . 500

ana o s a =y 3 =3 q’:
Ufnsovesmasweugnit uiungumngil 37 esruaaiod iluar 30 win anuy

a . . o e S G d (A A aa Y v
173 Trichloroacetic acid (TCA) ﬂ?ﬂlll‘igl}il"flju 10 110515 UA 151195 500 Hanans ua:wan“lmﬂn
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@ q’/l o Y ~ ~ o =< A g ~
Ay i llumosigumgiites Awi57 12,000 5o/ et 10 Wi ualgaren
14
mwzanlalFinags 700 lulasaaildaslilunasalvindounudy 0.4 M Naco, Y5uas
v
| fiadans 1Az 0.5 N Folin Ciocalteu's phenol reagent U33103 100 lulasaas siniuwauans
v o VoA a a = U 9
Ty udanir ihivigungil 37 ssmuradoa iunal 30 i Areerenruguanuion
43’ [T a gy [~ = a 1:1—' = @ 3 o @
nazia Bhguugiveuilune 30 wii wmsazaron)dewdudi ndsoninildda
2 e " T
MIAANALIAIAANBEIINAY 660 U1 TUAT AI0IN3D spectrophotometer wag1i1A1 14 11
=) = @ A o 1T a o
nFsuioudunivings s wIuMIAININT suYD LU las)
< o ) a P 1 [~
laotoulaad 1 giin (U)  manedelSumveueu laninawisadenndu Ty

TnTsau 1 Tulaslua molunar 1 11 Ngunall 37 esrmisaison

3. msniudunslinasg eI sazare Tyrosine

3.1 130210 Stock solution ANd 1 Tadnfuw/iiadans Tauds Tyrosine
0.01 N33 aza1wlu 0.1 N HCI 10 fiaaans udniwuassunilumsazatonias gruanududu
0.003, 0.003, 0.004, 0.005, 0.006, 0.007, 0.008, 0.009, 0.01, 0.02 t1a20.03 YAANTW/AATAAT A

ATWNHUIN 43

MIHUIN 5 MIIATIUTITAZAUIATI Tyrosine ANUTLYU 0-0.03 HaanTw/iaaans

AN Stock solution 13101 0.1 N HCI
(Faan3u/Ainaans) (lalasans) (lulasans)

0 - 2,000
0.003 60 1,940
0.004 80 1,920
0.005 100 1,900
0.006 120 1,880
0.007 140 1,860
0.008 160 1,840
0.009 180 1,820
0.01 200 1,800
0.02 400 1,600

0.03 600 1,400
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= S Yy 9 d 3 Jd |a al aa
3.21@1 TCA anududu 10 osisua U31as 500 ilaaans

) y ~ = <4 - e A
3.3 1h lihumdoananuiaa 12,000 sevaNy Nguugiives
3.4 1IAUIAY 0.4 M NaCO, 1/511a35 1 Iaaans 11820.5 N Folin Ciocalteu's phenol reagent

131103 100 luTnsans

o VoA a =) <! ~ :/l Qy ¥t a g
3.5 i huugunai 37 esmuaaidod 1Wuna 30 wi wazasie ingumgiivies

< A Y o @ A ~
l‘]]ul')’fﬂ 30 U uajuﬂﬂ’mm@ﬂﬂammﬁ‘ﬂ 660 H']Iulilﬂﬁ

0.7
064 § y=20.49x -
0.5 A R*=0997
=
T: 0.4
g
=
S o2
2 :
O .
0.2
0.1 A
0 T T T T T T

0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.02 0.035

concentration of tyrosine (mg/ml)

MANAUIN 4 ﬂﬁﬁdlﬂﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁ\! Tyrosine
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' " 9
AVINHUIN 6 ﬂWﬂWi@ﬂﬂﬁutlﬁQﬂJﬂﬂﬁWi’ﬂ%fﬂﬂlﬂﬂiﬂ114 Tyrosine mmm’fmm 0-0.03

iaansuilannns
AN AINIQANAUNTS
@iaan3u/iianans) i 540 wlumns
0 0
0.003 0.060
0.004 0.087
0.005 0.108
0.006 0.127
0.007 0.149
0.008 0.170
0.009 0.192
0.01 0.215
0.02 0.418

0.03 0.598
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4. MIMNUINUKIND nsmmmmu‘lmﬁﬂsﬁma

A0 AU (substrate) 400 TuTasans + oulad (enzyme) 100 luTasans

51103591 500 lulnsans
Uugungii 37 osrnmaiioa iWunal 30 i

v

FamnNsganauaan 660 11 Tuiuas

Wl YAsCO SHEE TuTasmiy
Y ldsau = X —= gy x L0~ =——
Slope 100 iaansi
A660 I
= x5 x 1,000 luinsndy
Slope
A660><5><1000 Tyl Tus
= ¥ x liing lus
Slope 18119 =
A660 5 31000 1 1 i oy ol iezaas
= xXo X1, x X = X e awalS L === —
Slope 181.19 "~ 3017~ 100 lulesdn: iadan:
A669 B 1 1 1,000 . 2z
= x 1, = Haaans
Slope “ 18119 < 30wW 100
A660

= 3 x 9.20 yiln/iladans
ope

3170 luaNAvDY Tyrosine 1AL 181.19 nF1/1ua



HNIANUIN D

MMM LT, 1azLC,,

v

MFIHUIN 7 LAAIAT LT, mmz%fmmumismmm"laimaﬂ BCC1399 W4 3 41
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE B DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 g’ 17.24 21.30
24.00 2 13802 10 6 58.62 54.51
3 2 17.24 16.59
1 6 58.62 53.19
48.00 2 1.6812 10 7 68.97 71.40
3 4 37.93 41.59
! 7 68.97 72.45
72.00 2 1.8573 10 8 7931 79.32
3 7 68.97 60.02
! 9 89.66 82.67
96.00 2 1.9823 10 8 7931 83.87
3 I 1 68.97 71.82
1 9 89.66 88.33
120.00 2 2.0792 10 8 79.31 86.82
3 7 68.97 79.35
I 9 89.66 91.69
144.00 ) 2.1584 10 9 89.66 88.88
3 9 89.66 84.31
| 9 89.66 93.82
168.00 2 2.2253 10 10 100.00 90.39
3 9 89.66 87.71
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**x%* DPATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
] 50 16544 0.0801 45.13 2534 61.36
;) 50 13061 0.2573 2023 001 4086
3 50 1.7614 0.0764 57.73 3360 78.68
y » 2
MIIWUIN 8 1AAIAT LT,, ¥0uF051euma lsnunad lo lyan BCC1701 W9 3 41
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
soshl (et DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE
i 1 6.90 8.88
20 | 2 | 13802 10 4 37.93 30.46
3 2 17.24 13.25
1 3 27.59 36.16
48.00 2 16812 10 5 4828 50.50
3 5 48.28 4878
1 8 7931 61.33
200 | 2 1.8573 10 5 48.28 62.59
3 7 68.97 73.53
I 8 7931 76.70
%600 | 2 1.9823 10 7 68.97 7039
N 8 7931 85.59
I 8 7931 85.29
120.00 2 2.0792 10 8 7931 75.73
3 9 89.66 91.46
I 9 89.66 90.21
144.00 2 2.1584 10 8 7931 79.59
3 10 100.00 94.54
I 9 89.66 93.16
168.00 2 22253 10 10 89.66 82.47
3 10 100.00 96.30
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D.
1 50 1.7785 0.0600 60.04
2 50 1.6741 0.1206 47.22
3 50 1.6893 0.0648 48.90

95% CONF. LIMITS

40.88  76.93
1244 7314
3193  63.38

v

MIIIWUIN 9 1AAIAN LT, mawﬁmwmmgismmm"laicmam BCC1707 14 3 41

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE

1 0 0.00 0.63

24.00 2 1.3802 10 2 17.24 16.67

3 0 0.00 0.00

1 0 0.00 10.18

48.00 2 1.6812 10 3 27.59 3124

3 0 0.00 0.01

[ 5 48.28 37.93

72.00 2 1.8573 10 5 48.28 42.34

3 0 0.00 0.18

! 8 79.31 66.88

96.00 2 1.9823 10 5 48.28 50.79

e 0 0.00 1.64

! 8 79.31 83.62

120.00 2 2.0792 10 6 58.62 57.34

3 1 6.90 8.50

1 9 89.66 91.59

144.00 2 2.1584 10 6 58.62 62.52

3 4 37.93 27.44

! 9 89.66 95.38

168.00 2 2.2253 10 g 68.97 66.69

3 5 48.28 55.35
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.9088 0.0388 81.06 64.46 9620
3 50 1.9706 0.0954 93.46 5240  196.41
3 50 22132 0.0295 163.38 146.10  237.99

7 g
A1319WHIN 10 LA LT, vouFesrauwq lsauuaslelaan BCC1858 13 3
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE Rep. DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE RESPONSE
1 0 0.00 0.01
24.00 5 13802 10 0 0.00 4.19
3 I 6.90 0.27
1 0 0.00 1.03
48.00 2 1.6812 10 0 0.00 4.19
3 I 6.90 5.89
1 2 26.11 14.87
72.00 2 1.8573 10 5 48.28 35.65
3 2 17.24 28.26
1 3 40.89 56.37
96.00 2 1.9823 10 7 68.97 77.05
3 S5 48.28 59.23
1 6 85.22 85.91
120.00 g 2.0792 10 9 49.66 93.14
3 8 79.31 80.00
1 7 100.00 95.59
144.00 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 97.70
3 10 100.00 90.14
1 7 100.00 98.44
168.00 2 2.2253 10 10 100.00 99.11
3 10 100.00 94.85
W I
" ; . ¥/ / /
/
Ny
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.9663 0.0328 92.53 7459 10830
2 50 1.8983 0.0313 79.12 6557 9Ll
3 50 1.9465 0.0354 88.41 7194 10373
y i
3199 11 AR LT, yousosiaumag lsnuuadlo laan BCC4810 ¥4 3 4
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 3 27.59 26.51
24.00 2 1.3802 10 3 27.59 25.74
3 4 37.93 33.40
1 9 89.66 92.21
48.00 g 1.6812 10 8 79.31 80.18
3 7 68.97 74.94
| 10 100.00 98.92
72.00 2 1.8573 10 9 89.66 94.45
3 9 89.66 89.48
1 10 100.00 99.74
96.00 2 1.9823 10 10 100.00 79.93
3 9 89.99 94.69
I 10 100.00 99.92
12000 | 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 99.05
3 10 100.00 96.94
i 10 100.00 99.98
14400 | 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 99.50
3 10 100.00 98.07
1 10 100.00 99.98
16800 | 2 2.2253 10 10 100.00 99.71
3 10 100.00 98.69
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.4681 0.0525 29.39 21.16 38.92
2 50 1.5100 0.0644 32.36 20.98 42.38
3 50 1.4966 0.0833 31.37 16.82 4298

v

v v
MIWUIN 12 1AAIAT LT,, vousos1aune lsnuuaslo laan BCC4849 11 3 41

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
DOSE T K DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
] s 5 =
24.00 2 1.3802 10 6 58.62 43.98
3 6 58.62 50.01
1 L r &
48.00 2 1.6812 10 6 58.62 67.33
3 7 68.97 86.94
1 = = i
72.00 2 1.8573 10 6 58.62 78.38
3 10 100.00 95.28
1 = E =
96.00 2 1.9823 10 = 8 79.31 84.40
3 10 100.00 9779
1 - - =
120.00 2 2.0792 10 9 89.66 88.07
3 10 100.00 98.79
1 = - -
144.00 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 90.49
3 10 100.00 99.26
1 = = =
168.00 2 2.2258 10 10 100.00 92.18
3 10 100.00 99.51
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
] - o B = -
2 50 1.4557 0.1537 28.56 4.58 46.54
3 50 1.3802 0.0974 24.00 9.60 33.95

v

¥ v
MTNHUIN 13 1A LT, voudosauma laauuaslo lasan BCC5797 14 3 1

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
DOSE S i DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE RESPONSE
1 2 17.24 26.48
24.00 2 1.3802 10 0 0.00 11.12
3 2 17.24 7.33
1 6 58.62 49.80
48.00 2 1.6812 10 3 27.59 26.21
3 4 37.93 5725
1 7 68.97 64.21
72.00 2 1.8573 10 6 58.62 39.54
3 9 89.66 87.51
1 8 79.31 73.21
96.00 2 1.9823 10 6 58.62 50.21
3 10 100.00 95.78
1 8 79.31 79.11
120.00 2 2.0792 10 6 58.62 58.53
3 10 100.00 98.26
1 8 79.31 83.17
144.00 2 2.1584 10 6 58.62 65.00
3 10 100.00 99.16
1 8 79.31 86.10
168.00 2 2.2253 10 6 58.62 70.08
3 10 100.00 99.55
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
! 50 1.6836 48.26 1973 70.55
2 50 1.9798 95.45 6239 15634
3 50 1.6502 44.69 3167  55.73
v AW
M319WUIN 14 1A LT, voudasiaumg 1sauuadlo lsan BCC12636 119 3 91
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE Wi DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 0 0.00 1.09
24.00 2 1.3802 10 0 0.00 7,28
3 1 6.90 3.10
1 0 0.00 9.00
48.00 /) 1.6812 10 0 0.00 7.25
3 2 17.24 13.64
| 3 40.89 2631
72.00 2 1.8573 10 3 27.59 16.57
3 2 17.24 28.67
I 4 55.67 47.03
%00 | 2 | 1.9823 10 3 27.59 27.79
R 4 37.93 43.82
1 4 55.67 64.29
12000 | 2 | 2.0792 10 5 48.28 39.14
3 6 58.62 56.60
! 5 70.44 76.23
144.00 2 2.1584 10 5 48.28 49.45
3 i 68.97 66.50
| 6 85.22 83.94
168.00 2 2.2253 10 5 48.28 58.24
3l 8 79.31 73.90
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**%* DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS

I 50 19986 99.67 7340 130.77

2 50 2.1625 145.37 11263 277.55

3 50 2.0291 106.94 8131 14753

" o %
AN 15 LAAIA LT,, vousos1auma lsauuasle Tgan BCC14532 114 3 41

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE

I 2 17.24 3.87

24.00 2 1.3802 10 4 4828 42.46

3 1 6.90 3.45

! 2 17.24 23.49

48.00 2 1.6812 10 6 74.14 74.42

3 3 27.59 22.56

I 4 37.93 50.20

72.00 2 1.8573 10 6 74.14 86.65

EN 5 4828 49 84

I 5 48.28 70.09

96.00 2 19823 10 7 87.07 91.98

3 5 4828 7035

1 9 89.66 81.84

120.00 2 20792 10 8 100.00 94.69

3 8 100.00 89.00

| 10 100.00 88.50

144.00 2 2.1584 10 8 100.00 96.24

3 10 100.00 89.00

1 10 100.00 9236

16800 | 2 22253 10 8 100.00 97.20

EN 10 100.00 92.81
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D.
1 50 1.8561 0.0504 71.80
2 50 1.4469 0.1270 27.99
3 50 1.8582 0.0494 72.15

MTINUIN 16 LAAIAT LT, vouFeirauma lsauuad lolaan BCC14841 114 3 4

95% CONF. LIMITS

52.82
739

53.46

9

89.22
43.03

89.25

v

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
DOSE i DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 1 6.90 7.64
24.00 2 1.3802 10 2 17.24 5.13
3 0 0.00 0.98
1 5 48.28 41.84
48.00 i ? 1.6812 10 3 27.59 29.53
3 2 27.59 24.76
1 7 68.97 71.82
72.00 2 1.8573 10 4 37.93 58.12
3 3 27.59 24.76
1 8 79.31 86.22
96.00 2 1.9823 10 6 58.62 76.44
3 4 37.93 45.18
1 9 89.66 92.62
120.00 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 86.25
3 4 37.93 62.68
1 10 100.00 95.68
144.00 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 91.46
3 8 79.31 75.03
1 10 100.00 97.29
168.00 2 2.2253 10 10 100.00 94.43
3 10 100.00 83.09
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*x* DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS

I 50 1.7271 0.0561 53.34 37,35, W67.14

p) 50 1.8092 0.0528 64.44 4642  80.45

3 50 2.0086 0.0422 102.00 81.18  126.37

' A A
A HUIN 17 1aaan LT, ﬂjmwmmaniimmm"laimaﬂ BCC16041 N4 3 %41

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE i DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE

] 1 6.90 6.62

24.00 2 1.3802 10 1 6.90 2.67

3 0 0.00 1.44

I 5 48.28 33.30

48.00 P 1.6812 10 4 37.93 39.77

3 4 37.93 30.31

= 1 5 48.28 61.00

72.00 2 1.8573 10 7 68.97 80.94

3 7 68.97 76.02

I 6 58.62 77.86

96.00 B 2 1.9823 10 10 100.00 94.08

3 9 89.66 92.85

1 9 89.66 86.83

120.00 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 97.79

3 10 100.00 97.48

I 10 100.00 91.68

144.00 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 99.03

3 10 100.00 98.95

1 10 100.00 94.45

168.00 2 2.2258 10 10 100.00 99.03

L 3 10 100.00 99.51
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**% DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D.
1 50 1.7884 0.0557 61.43
2 50 1.7205 0.0455 52.54
3 50 1.7550 0.0420 56.89

95% CONF. LIMITS

43.29

39.25

77.42

63.78

43.67  68.25

v

AT1INUIN 18 LAIAT LT, ﬂjaw?f?mmuwﬂiﬂuum"lﬂicmaw BCC17599 14 3 41
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE TR DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 3 35.35 28.52
24.00 2 1.3802 10 3 27.59 23.82
3 4 37.93 36.25
I 5 61.21 63.66
48.00 2 1.6812 10 7 68.97 65.19
3 8 79.31 74.89
1 6 74.14 80.62
72.00 2 1.8573 10 7 68.97 84.22
3 8 79.31 88.72
[ 6 74.14 88.49
96.00 3 1.9823 10 9 89.66 91.81
3 9 89.66 93.99
1 8 100.00 92.52
120.00 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 95.23
3 10 100.00 96.38
1 8 100.00 94.81
144.00 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 96.96
3 10 100.00 97.63
1 8 100.00 96.21
168.00 2 2.2253 10 10 100.00 97.94
3 10 100.00 98.35
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D.
1 50 1.5672 0.0983 36.91
2 50 1.5757 0.0751 37.65
3 50 1.4827 0.0906 30.39

MIIHIN 19 1A LT, voudosiaumg lsauyaslolaan BCC18058 111 3 4

95% CONF. LIMITS

16.15
22.30

14.96

Y

53.01
50.37

42.42

v

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
DOSE §iP; DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 3 259 29.57
24.00 2 1.3802 10 3 27.59 30.83
3 5 48.28 40.62
1 4 37.93 4591
48.00 ;?A 1.6812 10 6 58.62 57.12
3 7 68.97 85.29
1 7 68.97 56.15
72.00 7—1 1.8573 10 8 79.31 71.66
3 10 100.00 95.29
1 ) 68.97 63.17
96.00 742?7 1.9823 10 8 79.31 79.93
3 10 100.00 98.00
1 7 68.97 68.26
120.00 2 2.0792 10 8 79.31 85.00
3 10 100.00 98.99
1 7 68.97 68.26
144.00 FT— 2.1584 10 9 89.66 88.31
3 10 100.00 99.42
1 7 68.97 75.16
168.00 2 2.2253 10 9 89.66 90.60
3 10 100.00 99.64
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
I 50 17515 0.1265 56.43 9.02  95.13
2 50 1.6024 0.1074 40.03 1546  58.69
3 50 1.4337 0.0786 27.15 1455  36.82
y _—n
MIIHUIN 20 1AAIAT LT, vousos1auma lsauuad 1o lasan BCC18059 114 3 4
ACTUAL LoG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE i DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
I 3 27.59 21.30
24.00 2 1.3802 10 0 0.00 2.45
3 2 17.24 14.79
1 6 58.62 59.35
48.00 2 1.6812 10 5 48.28 33.87
3 4 37.93 46.05
[ 7 68.97 79.65
72.00 2 1.8573 10 6 58.62 74.92
3 8 79.31 68.42
| 8 79.31 88.73
9600 | 2 | 1.9823 10 9 89.66 91.26
BN 8 79.31 80.76
1 10 100.00 93.13
120.00 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 96.50
3 8 79.31 87.51
1 10 100.00 95.48
144.00 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 98.39
3 9 89.66 91.42
1 10 100.00 96.85
168.00 2 22253 10 10 100.00 99.17
3 10 100.00 93.82




#xx DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***
Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.6136 0.0749 41.08 2441 5491
2 50 17481 0.0453 55.98 4209 6787
3 50 17112 0.0693 51.43 3224 6776
y y
M31IHUIN 21 HEAAT LT,, Yugnsawme laauuadlolaan BCC19012 N4 3 4
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE " DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
I 1 6.90 0.85
24.00 2 13802 10 - - -
3 3 27.59 31.59
1 2 17.24 16.40
so0 | 2 | 1.6812 10 - - -
3 9 89.66 78.81
| % 4 37.93 55.05
72.00 2 W 1.8573 10 - - -
N 9 89.66 92.65
1 8 79.31 81.79
%600 | 2 | 1.9823 10 - - -
s 9 89.66 96.77
1 10 100.00 92.49
2000 | 2 | 20792 10 - - -
3 10 100.00 98.32
1 10 100.00 96.56
144.00 2 2.1584 10 - - -
N 10 100.00 99.03
1 10 100.00 98.25
168.00 2 22253 10 - - -
B BE 10 100.00 99.38
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**%* DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
I 50 1.8378 0.0401 68.84 53.98  81.86
) ; ] v : i
3 50 1.4917 0.0740 31.03 1825  41.55
y vy v
MIIWUIN 22 1AAIAT LT, youdosiaung lanuuadle laan BCC22353 W4 3 4
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE 5" DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 2 17.24 20.80
24.00 2 13802 10 0 0.00 3.77
3 F ) :
[ 3 27.59 30.97
48.00 2 1.6812 10 2 17.24 11.58
3 - 4 ;
1 5 48.28 38.04
72.00 2 1.8573 10 3 27.59 20.98
3 ; : ;
1 5 48.28 43.40
%600 | 2 | 1.9823 10 3 27.59 30.48
3 . ] ;
! 5 48.28 47.67
120.00 2 2.0792 10 3 27.59 39.28
3 ] L :
I 5 48.28 5119
144.00 2 2.1584 10 5 48.28 47.06
3 ; ; ;
1 5 48.28 54.16
168.00 2 22253 10 6 58.62 53.76
3 : - ;
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 2.1316 0.1775 135.41 0.00 A
2 50 2.1877 0.0933 154.07 111.31 481.40

3 - = . & 5

v

v v
M31WUIN 23 AR LT,, vousoiraung lsauuale laan BCC22355 14 3 4

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
DOSE e DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 2 17.24 3.87
24.00 2 1.3802 10 2 26.11 52.59
3 0 27.59 22.84
1 2 17.24 23.49
48.00 2 1.6812 10 4 55.67 52:59
3 3 27.59 22.84
1 4 37.93 50.20
72.00 2 1.8573 10 4 55.67 73.81
3 6 58.62 52.67
1 5 48.28 70.09
96.00 2 1.9823 10 5) 70.44 84.52
3 7 68.97 74.02
1 9 89.66 81.84
120.00 2 2.0792 10 7 100.00 90.12
3 8 79.31 85.52
1 10 100.00 88.50
144.00 2 2.1584 10 7 100.00 93.28
3 9 89.66 91.46
1 10 100.00 92.36
168.00 2 22258 10 7 100.00 95.19
3 10 100.00 94.66




*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
I 50 0.0504 71.80 5282 89.22
2 50 0.0878 45.89 2264 6456
3 50 0.0479 69.68 5204 8551
' A i S
MIINUIN 24 1AAIAT LT,, vouFosrauna TsauuasloTman BCC25950 ¥ia 3 4
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | % DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE
I 2 17.24 16.46
24.00 2 1.3802 10 2 17.24 16.82
3 1 8.05 9.80
I 9 89.66 91.55
48.00 2 1.6812 10 7 68.97 63.98
3 6 65.52 60.65
I 10 100.00 99.12
72.00 2 1.8573 10 8 79.31 86.36
3 8 88.51 87.91
I 10 100.00 99.83
96.00 2 1.9823 10 9 89.66 93.97
3 8 88.51 95.62
i 10 100.00 99.95
12000 | 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 96.91
3 9 100.00 98.09
I 10 100.00 99.98
14400 | 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 98.23
3 9 100.00 99.04
I 10 100.00 99.99
16800 | 2 2.2253 10 10 100.00 98.90
3 9 100.00 99.47
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.8561 0.0504 71.80 5282 8922
2 50 1.6617 0.0878 45.89 2264 64.56
3 50 1.8431 0.0479 69.68 5204 8551
y s
MIHUIN 25 1AAIAT LT,, vouFoiraung lsauuaslelean Bb.2637 1 3 41
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | P DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE
I 4 37.93 27.06
24.00 2 1.3802 10 5 48.28 57.28
3 5 48.28 39.77
I 4 37.93 48.88
48.00 2 1.6812 10 8 79.31 63.85
3 7 68.97 72.39
1 6 58.62 62.46
72.00 2 1.8573 10 8 7931 90.53
3 7 68.97 85.45
I 7 68.97 71.14
96.00 /) 1.9823 10 9 89.66 94.11
3 9 89.66 9123
I 7 68.97 76.98
12000 | 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 95.97
3 10 100.00 94.19
i 8 79.31 81.09
14400 | 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 97.06
3 10 100.00 95.89
| 10 100.00 84.11
16800 | 2 22253 10 10 100.00 97.75
3 10 100.00 96.94
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS

I 50 1.6954 0.1058 49.60 1852 73.77

2 50 13090 0.1337 2037 511 3179

3 50 1.4708 0.1084 2957 1157 43.19

y ’
MINIWUIN 26 LAAIAT LT, ¥ouFo5 1@ una 1snuuadlo 1anan Bb.4591 ¥4 3 4

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE

1 6 58.62 53.48

24.00 2 1.3802 10 0 0.00 1.72

3 I 6.90 2.33

| 8 7931 90.22

48.00 . | 1.6812 10 0 0.00 10.59

3 3 27.59 2391

1 10 100.00 96.89

700 | 2 | 1.8573 10 | 31.04 26.61

3 | 4 37.93 58.71

L 10 100.00 98.67

9600 | 2 1.9823 10 2 65.52 44.49

EN 8 88.51 80.58

1 10 100.00 9931

120.00 2 2.0792 10 2 65.52 59.72

3 8 88.51 90.49

1 10 100.00 99.60

a0 | 2 2.1584 10 2 65.52 71.03

3 9 100.00 94.94

| 10 100.00 99.75

168.00 ? 2.2253 10 2 65.52 78.95

3 9 100.00 97.09
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.3600 0.0942 2291 B.58 32,07
250 20171 0.0856 104.02 2484 545.64
3 50 1.8163 0.0462 65.51 4945 79.99

y i
M31IWUIN 27 1AAAT LT,, vouFosauma lsauuas loTsan Bb.5335 i 3 40

ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE

I 3 27.59 18.56

24.00 2 1.3802 10 3 35.35 3036

3 6 58.62 54.60

| 5 48.28 53.82

48.00 2 1.6812 10 6 74.14 85.17

3 8 79.31 82.90

1 7 68.97 75.17

7200 | 2 1.8573 10 8 100.00 96.29

3 9 89.66 91.63

| 7 68.97 85.63

%00 | 2 | 1.9823 10 8 100.00 98.70

3 9 89.66 95.13

1 10 100.00 90.97

120.00 2 20792 10 8 100.00 99.43

3 10 100.00 96.83

I 10 100.00 90.97

14400 | 2 2.1584 10 8 100.00 99.71

3 10 100.00 97.78

| 10 100.00 95.70

168.00 2 22253 10 8 100.00 99.84

3 10 100.00 98.37




128

*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
] 50 1.6530 0.0731 44.97 2721 59.82
2 50 1.4772 0.0714 30.00 17.37 40.94
3 50 1.3403 0.1389 21.89 4.71 34.29
' & & o]
MINHUIN 28 LLAAINT LT, ‘1]’8\‘]1"11?)5161“1‘(@15?1!,111?13Mlﬂicma‘ﬂ Bb.6241 19 3 %
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
DOSE < i DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 4 37.93 36.56
24.00 2 1.3802 10 2 35.42 11.94
3 2 17.24 16.97
1 9 89.66 92.82
48.00 2 1.6812 10 3 35.35 48.43
3 7 68.97 67.79
1 10 100.00 98.76
72.00 2 1.8573 10 6 74.14 74.45
3 9 89.66 89.17
1 10 100.00 99.66
96.00 2 1.9823 10 6 74.14 86.68
3 9 89.66 95.59
1 10 100.00 99.87
120.00 2 2.0792 10 8 100.00 92.38
3 10 100.00 97.87
1 10 100.00 99.94
144.00 2 2.1584 10 8 100.00 95.28
3 10 100.00 98.83
1 10 100.00 99.97
168.00 2 2.2253 10 8 100.00 96.88
3 10 100.00 99.30
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
I 50 1.4335 0.0570 27.14 1777 3586
2 50 1.6910 0.0699 49.09 3008 65.03
3 50 1.5852 0.0625 38.48 2556 49.69
' A o waie
3NN 29 LA LT, vousesiauva lanuuaslo laan M.6079 114 3 &1
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
pose | % DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE
I 0 0.00 1.91
24.00 2 1.3802 10 0 0.00 Lol
3 0 0.00 0.11
i 2 19.54 18.69
48.00 2 1.6812 10 2 17.24 17.83
3 1 6.90 7.18
I 5 54.02 4937
72.00 2 1.8573 10 7 68.97 56.51
3 5 48.28 48.65
| 7 77.01 73.11
96.00 2 19823 10 7 68.97 82.23
3 9 89.66 84.85
! 7 77.01 85.79
12000 | 2 2.0792 10 9 89.66 92.53
3 9 89.66 95.70
I 8 88.51 92.02
14400 | 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 96.52
3 10 100.00 98.56
I 9 100.00 95.23
16800 | 2 22253 10 10 100.00 98.20
3 10 100.00 99.44




*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

130

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
I 50 1.8604 0.0471 72.51 5415 88.89
2 50 1.8316 0.0409 67.85 5292 80.92
3 50 1.8611 0.0330 72.63 5936 84.18
y y 9
M319HIN 30 LAAIAT LT, youses1auva lanuuadlelesan B.7683 1 3 41
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
el DOSE TESTED DEAD | RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 3 27.59 2281
24.00 2 13802 10 0 0.00 8.87
3 6 58.62 56.63
i 7 68.97 76.04
48.00 2 1.6812 10 1 11.33 8.87
3 9 89.66 94.05
1 9 89.66 92.71
72.00 2 1.8573 10 3 40.89 3281
3 10 100.00 98.55
I 10 100.00 97.15
96.00 2 1.9823 10 4 55.67 60.52
3 10 100.00 99.48
I 10 100.00 98.65
12000 | 2 2.0792 10 4 55.67 78.83
3 10 100.00 99.77
I 10 100.00 99.27
14400 | 2 2.1584 10 7 100.00 88.49
3 10 100.00 99.88
1 10 100.00 99.57
168.00 | 2 2.2253 10 7 100.00 93.42
3 10 100.00 99.93
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.5348 0.0646 34.26 2228  44.73
2 50 19356 0.0462 86.22 63.99  106.80
3 50 13480 0.0837 22.29 719 3031
y y
MIIHHIN 31 1AAAT LT,, ¥oUFI 1 una lanuuad lo laan M.7965 114 3 &
ACTUAL LOG NUMBER | NUMBER | PERCENT | EXPECTED
DOSE Se: DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE | RESPONSE
1 2 17.24 14.91
24.00 3 13802 10 2 17.24 7.33
3 2 19.54 7.28
1 8 79.31 84.81
48.00 2 1.6812 10 3 27.59 43.85
3 2 19.54 37.05
[ 10 100.00 97.69
72.00 2 1.8573 10 8 79.31 74.88
3 6 65.52 65.66
1 10 100.00 99.44
96.00 2 1.9823 10 8 79.31 88.52
3 7 77.01 81.52
1 10 100.00 99.82
120.00 2 2.0792 10 10 100.00 94.16
3 8 88.51 89.41
! 10 100.00 99.93
144.00 2 2.1584 10 10 100.00 96.72
3 9 100.00 93.48
1 10 100.00 99.97
168.00 2 22253 10 10 100.00 98.00
3 9 100.00 95.73
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*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***

Rep. N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
1 50 1.5317 0.0535 34.02 24.37 43.74
2 50 1.7138 0.0551 51.73 36.45 64.88
3 50 1.7605 0.0594 57.61 39.10 73.59

MWD 32 1AAIA LC,, oo rauna 1sauunsle Tnan BCC4849 1 96 $21u9

LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
ACTUAL DOSE
DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE RESPONSE
100000 5.0000 30 11 36.00 34.22
1000000 6.0000 30 20 68.00 66.18
10000000 7.0000 30 24 80.00 88.04
100000000 8.0000 30 30 100.00 96.51
1000000000 9.0000 30 30 100.00 99.05

**% DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***
N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS

50 5.4933 0.1983 311415 99655 700290

M319E90 33 LA LC, vouFasiaumg laauuasle Taan BCC14841 1196 H21ua

LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
ACTUAL DOSE
DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE RESPONSE
100000 5.0000 30 6 20.00 15.43
1000000 6.0000 30 8 28.00 30.15
10000000 7.0000 30 13 44.00 50.54
100000000 8.0000 30 22 72.00 70.75
1000000000 9.0000 30 26 88.00 85.13

*xxx PATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***
N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS

50 6.9749 0.2204 9438314 3257429 27130466
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N3 19HHIN 34 1AM LC,, Youdesaumg lsauungle laan BCC22353 196 ¥21u4

LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
ACTUAL DOSE
DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE RESPONSE
100000 5.0000 30 6 20.00 15.36
1000000 6.0000 30 7 24.00 2291
10000000 7.0000 30 i/ 24.00 32.74
100000000 8.0000 30 12 40.00 44.36
1000000000 9.0000 30 19 64.00 56.63

*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***
N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS

50 8.4591 0.4850 287837105 51019365 10000000000

N3N 35 1AAIAT LC,, VDUFDTIAUMA lsnuuadlalman Bb.533S 196 %3114

LOG NUMBER NUMBER PERCENT EXPECTED
ACTUAL DOSE
DOSE TESTED DEAD RESPONSE RESPONSE
100000 5.0000 30 8 28.00 22:22
1000000 6.0000 30 13 44.00 40.78
10000000 7.0000 30 13 44.00 62.40
100000000 8.0000 30 25 84.00 80.00
1000000000 9.0000 30 29 96.00 90.60

*** DATA ASSUMED TO BE BINOMIAL ***
N L.D. (N) S.E. ANTILOG L.D. 95% CONF. LIMITS
50 6.4242 0.2254 2655907 815065 7199509
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AITWNHIN 36 LLZWNNﬂﬂWiLﬂiUUL‘V]EI‘Uﬂ’NiJLW\ﬂ@NﬂW LT, Lﬂﬂﬂﬂl@ﬂl%ﬂiWﬁH‘ﬂGﬂiﬂlmaﬂ

° ~ o A o oA P 4
3w 25 loTaan Rszauanudolui 99 wlosmua

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 24 53238.142 2218.256 5.446 .000
Within Groups 47 19144.606 407.332
Total 71 72382.747

v k4
M1319020 37 aaanamsilIouiiouaNuLANA IR IR aY @asimansadn Tailugos
v [
auna lanuuad (%) ¥ouFas1aung 1sauuasiium 25 loTaan Nszdu

A o A s G
AT ITUN 99 11lo5iaua

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.

Between Groups 24 31811.809 1325.492 3.240 .000
Within Groups 50 20456.467 409.129
Total 74 52268.275

1319690 38 LaaIHan1T T ouiouANULARA1IA R AY (BRI IUTLHINVUIAYDY
=1 d‘l o
clear zone Haz¥1NAYDS 1A 1ail) YBUFDTUNA IALNAITIUIY 10 ToTaan 1u

o A A o A o oA P-4
IUN 1 NTLAVANULEDUUN 99 lﬂﬂil“ﬁuﬁ

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 9 14.151 1.572 21.485 .000
Within Groups 20 1.464 0.073

Total 29 15.614
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A31INUIN 39 naaaamsalisuiouaNuLAnA 1A IRaY (BR31AIMUTLHINVUIAVDY clear
a A o oii 2
Jone LazvtnaveeTn Tadl) voudesuna Tsauuassuau 10 Tolaan luiub

A o A o A P-4
2 NTZLAUANMLDUUN 99 lﬂﬂil“ﬁu@]

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 9 11.013 1.224 111.610 .000
Within Groups 20 0.219 0.011
Total 29 11.232

A1 IHHIN 40 nAaaHans S ouRoUANILANA A IRTY (BAI1TIUTTHINVUIAVDI clear
- A o >
one LazvtavealnTail) voudesung lsauvasinau 10 Telaman luiun

~ o A o oA s d o
3 NIZAVANUTDIUUN 99 L‘l]’t]il“lﬂ!ﬁ

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 9 11.432 1.270 1.083E3 .000
Within Groups 20 0.023 0.001
Total 29 11.455

M1319WUIN 41 naaaHama)3 oo uaNILANA1A IR AY (B9319IUTTNINVUIAVDA clear
< = A s o A
Jone Wazuinavod Inlat) youFosura lsauuasdiuu 10 ToTaan luiun

A w A @ A P-4
4 NIZAVANUFDUUN 99 Lﬂ@'il“lﬁnlﬁ

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 9 9.305 1.034 797.306 .000
Within Groups 20 0.026 0.001
Total 29 9.330

519N 42 naeeramsniouisuaand 1R A (A58 INVUIAYD clear
A tﬂy o LY d'
Jone Hazvnavesla Tail) vousesuma lsauuasdau 10 Tolman ludui

~ @ A o oA s d d
S NIZAUANUBOUUN 99 Lﬂ@‘il“ﬁuﬂ

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 9 9.528 1.059 1.736E3 .000
Within Groups 20 0.012 0.001

Total 29 9.540
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A5 19HUIN 43 LaaaHan s oufouaNuLAnA A IR AY (BR518IUTENINVUIAYDA clear
~ dy o QI
sone hazviavoalalad) veudes una Tsauuassuau 10 TeTaan Tuiua

A A o A o A s o
N 6 NILAVUANUFOUUN 99 L‘lJEI’iL“]SuGI

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 9 T552 0.839 1.624E3 .000
Within Groups 20 0.010 0.001
Total 29 7.562

M3190130 44 paaanam i oufounnuuena AR aY (a3 18IUTTHINVUIAYDA clear
A dy o Y
sone LazviNaYeIa Tail) veudosuna lsauuasiau 10 lolaan Tuiun

A A @ A @ oA P-4
N 7 NIZAVANUIFOUUN 99 Lll’é]'il“]f‘hlﬂ

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 9 7.473 0.830 8.036E3 .000
Within Groups 20 0.002 0.000
Total 29 7.475

a d [ ' a a
AT NUIN 45 HAAIHANIT IATIZHAY lincar regression 3¥WINA1 LT, uazmﬁmagmuiﬂ
A & s a2 o
L‘ﬂuwmumawmwasmuwﬂsmmmmmu 25 loTaan NzAVAY

A o oA P 4
F03UN 99 1)U

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 1 3252.445 3252.445 4.314038 .0491
Within Groups 23 17340.19 753.9213
Total 24 20592.63

v
MU 46 tananamsioufisuaNuuANA1YeA LT, ¥0ua03 uMe linuuasana

L. o o o A o oA 73 o
Metarhizium spp. 314U 11 "l’e)Ic]ﬂﬁ‘Vl NIZAVANUFDUUN 99 L‘iJE]‘iLCBUGI

Source df Sum of Squares Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 10 37629.746 3762.975 9.204 .000
Within Groups 20 8176.489 408.824

Total 30 45806.235
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Acetic acid
Acrylamide
Agar

Ammonium citrate

Ammonium persulfate (APS)

Bis-Acrylamide
Boric acid
Casine from bovine milk

Calcium carbonate

Cetyltrimethyl Ammonium Bromide (CTAB)

Chitin from crab shell

. Chloroform

Dextros (D-glucose)

Dinitrosalicylic acid (DNS)

dNTPs

EDTA

. Ethanol

Ethidium bromide

Folin Ciocalteu’s plenol
Formaldehyde 37%
Glycerol 37%
Hydrocloric acid
Isoamyl alcohol

Isopropyl alcohol

Merck, Germany
Amersham, Bioscience, Sweden
Union Sciences, Thailand
Bio Basic Inc., Canada
USB corporation, USA
Amersham Bioscience, Sweden
Merck, Germany
Sigma-aldrich, USA
Merck, Germany

Bio Basic Inc., USA
Sigma-aldrich, USA

[ab Scan, Ireland

Union Sciences, Thailand
Fluka, USA

Fermentus, USA

Bio Basic Inc., USA
Merck, Germany

Bio Basic Inc., Canada
Merck, Germany

Merck, Germany

Merck, Germany

Merck, Germany

Merck, Germany

Bio Basic Inc., Canada
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28.
29
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31.
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33.
34.

35.

377,
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.

49.

51.

138

Magnesium chloride
Magnesium sulfate

Malt extract

N-acetyl glucosamine

Nitric acid

N, N’-dimethylformamide
Ortho-phosphoric acid 85%
Peptone

Phenol: chloroform: isoamyl alcohol
Potassium dihydrogen phosphate
Primers

Proteinase K

Silver nitrate

Sodium acetate

Sodium bicarbonate

Sodium chloride

Sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS)
Sodium hydroxide

Sodium hypoclorite

Sodium potassium tartrate

Tag DNA polymerase
TEMED

Trichloroacetic acid (TCA)
Tris

Tween 80

. Tyrosine

Urea

Merck, Germany

Bio Basic Inc., Canada
Merck, Germany

Fluka, USA

Merck, Germany

Bio Basic Inc., Canada
Merck, Germany

Merck, Germany
Research Organics, USA
Merck, Germany

Bio Basic Inc., Canada
Invitrogen, USA

Merck, Germany

Merck, Germany

Merck, Germanny
Merck, Germany

Bio Basic Inc., Canada
Merck, Germany

Union Sciences, Thailand
Ajax Finechem, Australia
Fermentus, USA

Bio Basic Inc., Canada
Merck, Germany

USB corporation, USA
Merck, Germany

Fluka, USA

Research Organics, USA
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1.

2.

34

10.

11.

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.

25.

Biological safety cabinet, Model HFsafe-1200, Heal Force Bio-Meditech, China
Cuvette, Germany

Electrophoresis Power Supply, Model EPS301, Amersham Biosciences, Sweden
Electrophoresis System, Model Mupid-exU, Takara Bio Inc., Japan

Gel Documentation, Model Gene Genium and Gene Tools, USA

Gel dryer, Model GD 2000, Amersham Biosciences, USA

Haemacytometer, Neubauer Precicolor HBG, Germany

Lamina Air Flow, Model HFsafe-1200, Heal Force Bio-Meditech Holding, China
Low temperature centrifuge, Model Hettich Universal 32R, DJB Labcare, Germany
[Low temperature incubator, Model MIR 153, Sanyo, Japan

[Low temperature shaking incubator, Model VS-8430SFN, Vision Scientific, Korea

. Megnetic Stirrer, Model HS115, HL Instrument, Thailand
_ Microcentrifuge tube 1.5 ml, Hycon, USA

 Microwave, Model NN-MX21WF, Panasonic, Thailand

. PCR Tube, Neptune, USA

. pH Meter, Model (G842, Schott-Gerate, Germany

. Pipette 0.2 pul, CappAcro, Denmark

. Pipette 2, 20, 200 pl, Gilson S.A.S., France

. Pipette 1,000 pl, Biohit Oyj, Finland

Shaking incubator, Model DK-SI001, Daiki Sciences, Korea
Spectrophotometer, Genesys 10 UV-Vis, Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA
Spectrophotometer, NanoDrop 200c, Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA
TProfessional Basic, Models: with gradient, Biometra, Germany

Vortex mixer, Genie 11 Model G560E, Scientific Industries, USA

Water bath WB14, Memmert, Germany
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