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Introduction
Organophosphorus Pesticides (OPs) are a group of synthetic 

phosphorus compounds that were developed into insecticides in 
the 1940s and 1950s. They remain the most widely used insecticides 
in the world because of their ability to control a wide variety ofpests 
and because most OPs do not persist in the environment. The major 
mechanism of toxicity of OPs is the inhibition of Acetylcholinesterase 
(AChE), resulting in a net accumulation of Acetylcholine (ACh) and 
increased stimulation of cholinergic receptors [1]. In mammals, 
excessive stimulation of these cholinergic receptors in the central and 
peripheral nervous systems results in a well-described series of clinical 
signs manifested by muscarinic-receptor induced effects (excessive 
secretions, miosis, bradycardia) and nicotinic-receptor-induced effects 
(muscle tremors, convulsions, complete muscle paralysis). The course 
of OP poisoning is, as is true for all toxicants, influenced by the amount 
ingested and the duration of exposure.Typically an acute intoxication 
is observed with onset of clinical signs within minutes of exposure. 
Organophosphorus pesticide poisoning in cattle occurs frequently 
enough that itshould be considered as a differential diagnosis in animals 
presented with signs consistent with cholinergic toxicity [2-4].

Case Description
The current report describes a case of OP poisoning in dairy 

cows. Information regarding affected cows’ history, clinical signs, 
and diagnostic work-up is detailed. In addition, risks for milk and 
meat residues, public health risks, and measures for prevention and 
management of OP exposure are discussed. Three hundred Holstein 
animals of a 600 cow dairy located in Kings County in the Central 
Valley of California were fed a total mixed ration (TMR; individual 
commodities not available) one morning after milking (Day 1). The 
ration was intended for lactating and dry cows and heifers, and cows in 
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Abstract
Within an hour of the planned feeding of a group of 300 Holstein cattle, a large number of cattle developed 

tremors, diarrhea, weakness, and paralysis. All cows exposed to the feed, a total of 159, died within 24 hours 
despite treatment attempts with atropine in approximately 100 animals. An additional 8 exposed animals were culled 
within a week. A thorough investigation demonstrated the accidental mixing of phorate into the total mixed ration 
instead of the intended mineral mix. Diagnostics confirming phorate exposure in deceased animals included brain 
cholinesterase determinations and the analysis of liver, rumen content, milk, and feed for phorate. Phorate is a 
restricted-use organophosphorus pesticide commonly used in US agriculture because of target pest efficacy, cost, 
and availability. Even with known human, animal, and ecological risks, organophosphorus pesticides remain the most 
widely used insecticides in the world today. This necessitates awareness about how to identify pesticide exposure in 
food animals and the corresponding public health risks for humans, including the potential for meat and milk residues 
and exposure in children. This report describes a dairy’s catastrophic loss of 167 cows caused by human error and 
assesses the public health implications therein. Veterinary diagnosticians, public health officials, and veterinarians 
must be prepared to collaborate in order to advise clients on case work-up, management, and preventive measures.

the hospital pen. After having fed 167cows, the mixer wagon had a flat 
tire and feeding of the remaining cows was postponed. When the feeder 
stepped off the truck, he noted several dead cows in the pen he had fed 
minutes prior. In addition, other cows that had been fed were showing 
signs of tremors, foaming at the mouth, weakness, inability to stand, 
and collapse. The veterinarian was contacted immediately and arrived 
shortly after the onset of clinical signs, at which time 10 animals had 
already died. Because the clinical signs were suggestive of cholinergic 
toxicity, atropine was administered intramuscularly to approximately 
100 clinically affected cows. Despite treatment, 70/167 cows had died by 
12 PM on Day 1. By the evening of Day 1, 150/167animals were dead. 
A total of 159 cows that had been offered the TMR on the morning of 
Day 1 were dead within 24 hours (Figure 1). Eight exposed cows that 
survived the initial poisoning developed decreased milk production in 
the following days and were culled on Day 8.The cows on the dairy that 
were not fed from the mixer truck on the morning of Day 1 remained 
clinically normal.

Post-mortem evaluation of three cows in the field on Day 1 revealed 
no specific lesions, but a garlic-like odor was detected in the rumen 
contents. Liver, rumen contents, and heads were submitted from all 
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3 cows to the California Animal Health and Food Safety Laboratory 
for testing. One milk sample and three feed samples (two total mixed 
ration samples and one sample of almond hulls) were also submitted 
for toxicological evaluation. Upon delivery of the feed samples to the 
toxicology laboratory, a strong sulfur-like odor was detected. Because 
of the rapid onset of clinical signs, high mortality, and the strong odor 
of feed samples, exposure to a sulfur-containing organophosphorus 
insecticide was considered as a top differential. Within hours of sample 
submission to the laboratory, three brain samples, sagittal sections 
of ½ the brain, were examined for cholinesterase activity using a 
modification of the Ellman method [5]. The brain acetylcholinesterase 
activities were 0.32, 0.35, and 0.41 µM/g/min, consistent with severe 
depression when compared to adequate mean brain AChE activity of 
3.78 µM/g/min for cattle [6]. Because of the reduction in brain AChE 
activity, three feed and three rumen content samples were immediately 
analyzed for 11 carbamate and 44 organophosphorus insecticides by gas 
chromatography-flame ionization detector with gas chromatography-
mass spectrometry confirmation [7]. All samples contained phorate. 
Phorate concentrations in the total mixed ration samples were 50 and 
1800 mg/kg (on a wet weight basis), and 1900 mg/kg (wet weight) in the 
almond hulls. The rumen contents contained 28.5, 13.5 and 29 mg/kg 
(wet weight) of phorate. A bulk milk tank sample collected on Day 1 was 
negative for phorate at a limit of detection of 10 ng/ml (ppb). Muscle 
tissue and livers collected from 3 cows that were culled on Day 8 after 
exposure were negative for phorate at the method detection limits of 
50 ng/g (ppb; wet weight) and 100 ng/g (ppb wet weight), respectively. 

Phorate (Thimet 20G ™) was identified as the cause of this massive 
mortality event. Phorate was found in the almond hulls that were 
incorporated into the total mixed ration that morning. Even after weeks 
of intensive investigative efforts, the following remained undetermined: 
why phorate-contaminated almond hulls were fed to the cows; whether 
these almond hulls were originally intended to be fed to the cows; and 
whether there was malicious intent that led to phorate toxicosis. It was 
concluded that a bag of phorate that was stored on top of the almond 
hulls was likely mistaken for a bag of mineral mix. When almond 
hulls were scooped up by the feeder, the adjacent bag of phorate was 
punctured and its contents mixed with the hulls.

Discussion
Toxicological testing confirmed phorate toxicosis within 24 hours 

of the onset of this high-mortality event on the dairy. Phorate, O,O-
diethyl S-[(ethylthio) methyl]dithiophosphate, is an organophosphorus 
insecticide used for the control of a large variety of agricultural insect 
pests on beans, corn, cotton, hops, potatoes, radishes, lilies, sorghum, 
and sugar beets [8]. In the USA, phorate is available as Thimet ™ and 
is classified as a restricted use pesticide because of its high toxicity 
to birds, fish, and reptiles. The reported oral lethal dose 50 (LD50) 
in rats is 1.6 mg/kg bodyweight, placing the compound in the highly 
toxic category [9]. In addition, phorate is highly toxic via dermal 
absorption with a reported dermal LD50 in rabbits of 2.5 mg/kg 
bodyweight. Because of phorate’s significant potential for volatilization, 
inhalation also represents a significant route for toxic exposure 
in humans and animals [10]. After absorption, phorate is rapidly 
distributed throughout the body and, due to its lipophilicity (log P = 
3.71) [11], partitions into adipose tissues such as brain, liver, and fat. 
After ingestion, dermal absorption, or inhalation, phorate is oxidized 
to phorate oxon, phorate oxonsulfoxide, and phorate oxonsulfone via 
cytochrome P-450-dependent mono-oxygenases and FAD-containing 
mono-oxygenases [12]. These oxon metabolites of phorate are more 
toxic than the parent compound, resulting in significant increase in 
ACh inhibition. Bioactivation takes place primarily in the liver but 
also in extrahepatic tissues [13]. Ester cleavage is a minor pathway for 
phorate biotransformation. While unique biotransformation pathways 
have not been conducted in cattle, it is likely that metabolites identified 
in other mammalian species would also be formed in the bovine,such 
as the three highly toxic oxon derivates. However, rumen metabolism 
of phorate may result in detoxification or in the production of other, 
biologically active metabolites. The role of rumen mircorganisms in the 
role of biotransformation of phorate has not been examined. 

There are very few studies that focus on the detection of phorate and 
its metabolites in edible tissue of animal origin even though there is risk 
to humans for low level exposure to phorate through the food supply 
[14-18]. In the reported mortality event on the dairy, a bulk milk tank 
sample was collected on Day 1 and found to be negative for phorate at 
a limit of detection of 10 ng/ml. While multiple bulk tank milk samples 
were collected for several days after the incident, no additional testing 
was performed after the initial milk sample from Day 1 was negative 
for phorate. The limit of detection of 10 ng/ml is similar to but below a 
recently reported detection limit of 14 ng/ml for phorate in milk [18]. 
The lack of detection of phorate in the bulk tank milk sample from 
Day 1 may be because mixing of phorate-contaminated with negative 
milk samples diluted the final phorateconcentration below the method 
detection limit. In addition, it is possible that there was insufficient time 
for phorate to transfer into milk prior to the death of cows or that phorate 
was rapidly metabolized to other unmeasured compounds. There 
are limited data on the degradation of organophosphorus pesticides 
during processing such as heat treatment [19-22]. Specific data on 
phorate degradation under routinely used pasteurization methods in 
the US does not exist. Phorate has been detected in homogenized and 
pasteurized Mexican milk samples at concentrations from 48 to 172 ng/
ml, with some samples exceeding the Mexican maximum residue limit 
of 50 ng/ml [18].

While phorate’s primary mechanism of toxicity is inhibition 
of cholinesterase activity, other toxic effects, such as DNA damage 
and cellular toxicity have been described [23]. These mechanisms, 
considered critical in the evaluation of phorate’s potential health 
risk after low dose, chronic exposure, can lead to neurotoxicity, 
carcinogenicity, and reproductive toxicity. While the high mortality 
case described here illustrates the typical acute intoxication from 
cholinergic toxicity, exposure of cattle to organophosphorus pesticides 

Figure 1: Cows that died acutely from phorate toxicosis in the Central Valley of 
California, USA:  159/167 cows died within 24 hours of exposure with clinical 
signs of cholinergic toxicity
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through veterinary drugs such as dichlorvos (Prozap TM), trichlorfon 
(Panacur TM) and crufomate (Ruelene TM) for the control of external 
parasites such as flies and grubs or through accidental exposure (e.g. 
off-label use; aerial spraying; feed contamination) cannot be ignored. 
Although over 1,398 domestic food commodities were analyzed for 
473 pesticide residues in 2008 [24] by the Center for Food Safety and 
Applied Nutrition of the US Food and Drug Administration, only 6 
dairy products were included in the annual testing, 4 cheese and 2 fluid 
milk samples.While none of the 6 dairy products had violative residue 
levels, 2 of the 4 cheese samples had detectable residues. However, the 
report does not identify the specific pesticides detected in these cheeses. 
The low number of dairy products evaluated for pesticide residues is 
surprising, considering that, in 2007 in the USA, nine million cows 
produced an average of 19,000 pounds of milk per day for a total of 171 
billion pounds of milk annually. Based on data of the US Department 
of Agriculture, 1/3 of the produced milk is marketed as fluid milk while 
the remaining 2/3 are used for butter and cheese products [25].

Currently, organophosphorus insecticides make up 35% of all 
insecticides used in the USA [26]. Pesticide use decreased overall in the 
USA and OPs accounted for a diminishing share of total insecticide use 
(67% and 40% in 1994 and 2004, respectively) between National Health 
and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES II) and NHANES 2003–
2004 [26]. However, recent data suggests that reduction in residential 
use of OPs was primarily responsible for decreased exposure, as 
little change in agricultural use of OP pesticides has occurred [27]. 
According to data from the California Department of Pesticide 
regulation, pesticide use increased in 2010 by 9.5% or 15 million 
pounds compared to 2009 [28]. Twelve million pounds of the reported 
increase was from agricultural application. In addition, the amount of 
OPs as well as the number of acres to which OPs were applied increased 
in 2010 [28]. Thus, the continued widespread and potentially increasing 
use of OPs in agriculture continues to pose an exposure risk to food 
animals and to the humans that consume animal derived products. 
Organophosphorous insecticides must receive special attention because 
of their high lipophilicity and ability to be excreted into milk. 

Even when tissues are tested for OPs, results must be interpreted 
with caution. A study in dairy goats has shown that less than 0.02% of 
phorate to which an animal is exposed is actually identified as phorate 
in milk, liver, muscle and fat samples [29]. More than 95 to 98% of 
phorate in these tissues is metabolized, primarily to a methylated 
dephosphorylated metabolite, ethylsulfonylmethylsulfonyl methane.
The applied gas chromatographic analysis designed to detect phorate 
as the parent compound is not suitable for the detection of phorate 
metabolites. Lack of knowledge of which phorate metabolites are 
present in cattle and the absence of analytical reference standards of 
phorate metabolites limit the assessment of residues. If exposure to 
an OP is suspected, testing of edible tissue is advisable to protect the 
food supply and to make informed decisions based on diagnostic test 
results, but negative results must be treated cautiously because of the 
limitations of metabolite analysis.

While diagnostic testing and residue concerns are of immediate 
importance in high mortality events in dairy cows, carcass disposal 
presents another complex issue that requires serious and careful 
consideration. In the presented case, 167 cows that died from ingestion 
of a highly toxic substance had to be disposed of safely. In order to assess 
proper disposal techniques, the stability and degradation properties of 
phorate had to be reviewed and applied to the environmental conditions 
at hand. Carcass disposal for such a large number of cows posed public 
health concerns. Initially, burying of carcasses in the ground was 
considered a viable option. However, the persistence of phorate and its 

oxidized metabolites in soil is very complex [30]. High environmental 
temperatures and soil moisture content increase phorate degradation. 
Phorate is also hydrolyzed and degraded faster in alkaline conditions 
and soils with higher salinity as compared to neutral or acidic soils. 
Microorganisms in soil also play an important role in accelerating 
phorate degradation. Based on all these parameters, reported half-lives 
of phorate and its metabolites in soil range from 2-173 days, classifying 
phorate as moderately persistent in soil [31,32]. 

Persistence of phorate and its oxidative metabolites in water varies. 
Phorate itself has hydrolysis half-lives of 2 to 3 days and is not expected to 
persist or accumulate in aquatic systems. In contrast, phorate sulfoxide 
and phorate sulfone have half-lives in water of up to 180 days under 
acidic (pH 5) conditions and are more mobile. Overall, there is very 
limited data available on levels of phorate and its degradates in ground 
or surface water over time. Because of these uncertainties related to 
persistence in soil and/or water and a water table in the area of less 
than 17 feet (5 meters), burial was no longer considered appropriate. 
Instead, carcasses were burned (Figure 2). After consultation with a 
number of regulatory agencies, including the California Department 
of Water Resources, the California Air Resources Board, the California 
Environmental Protection Agency, and the local Fire Department, open 
air incineration was selected for disposal on site. This form of carcass 
disposal is a method that has been used successfully for many years 
[33] but must be conducted under explicit conditions. When following 
such procedure, an internal temperature of greater than 600°C is to be 
achieved so as to ensure thermal degradation of phorate. However, at 
temperatures of 700 to1000°C, phorate intermediates may be produced, 
and data on their toxicity is unknown [34]. Once temperatures exceed 
1000°C, all phorate intermediates are destroyed. Temperatures such as 
this can be generated using advanced methods of incineration such as 
air curtain incineration and fixed facility incineration. 

This case stresses the importance of knowing how to accurately and 
quickly diagnose a case of OP poisoning in cattle and how to address 
the public health issues that can arise from tissue residues and carcass 
disposal. As with any intoxication in food animals, OP exposure 
identification and resolution require prompt involvement of toxicology 
laboratories and regulatory agencies. Continued research is needed to 
improve the accuracy of detection of OP insecticide residues in milk 
and dairy products.This case provides an example on which to build 

Figure 2: Disposal of phorate-poisoned cows by open air incineration assuring 
thermal degradation of phorate.
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case-based material and emergency response manuals in the veterinary 
and public health community.

Instrumentation used for analysis: as described in Holstege et al, 
[7] (OP screen, quantitation), Saturn 2000 mass spectrometer with gas
chromatograph, model 3400, Varian Corp., Walnut Creek, CA was used
for confirmation of phorate in all samples.

Acknowledgement

The authors are grateful to Traci Francis and Mine Palazoglufor their technical 
assistance and to Dr. Blanc for his clinical assistance. The authors also thank Drs. 
York, Tarbell, and Willoughby, Adaska and Blanchard for their dedicated advice with 
regulatory decisions.

Declaration of conflicting interests

The authors declare no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the 
research, authorship, and/or publication of this article.

References

1. Pope C, Karanth S, Liu J (2005) Pharmacology and toxicology of cholinesterase 
inhibitors: uses and misuses of a common mechanism of action. Environ 
Toxicol Pharmacol 19: 433-446.

2. Dalto AGC, Albornoz L, Gonzalez PCS, de Bitencourt APG, Gomes DC, et 
al. (2011) Organophosphate poisoning in Calves in Uruguay. Acta Scientiae 
Veterinariae 39: 1-4. 

3. Fernandez-Alvarez M, Lamas JP, Garcia-Chao M, Garcia-Jares C, Llompart 
M, et al. (2010) Monitoring of pesticide residues in dairy cattle farms from NW 
Spain. J Environ Monit 12: 1864-1875.

4. Sharpe RT, Livesey CT, Davies IH, Jones JR, Jones A (2006) Diazinon toxicity 
in sheep and cattle arising from the misuse of unlicensed and out-of-date 
products. Vet Rec 159: 16-19.

5. Tor ER, Holstege DM, Galey FD (1994) Determination of cholinesterase activity 
in brain and blood samples using a plate reader. J AOAC Int 77: 1308-1313.

6. Mount ME, Oehme FW (1981) Brain cholinesterases activity in healthy cattle, 
swine, and sheep and in cattle and sheep exposed to cholinesterase-inhibiting 
insecticides. Am J Vet Res 42: 1345-1350.

7. Holstege DM, Scharberg DL, Tor ER, Hart LC, Galey FD (1994) A rapid 
multiresidue screen for organophosphorus, organochlorine, and N-methyl 
carbamate insecticides in plant and animal tissues. J AOAC Int 77: 1263-1274.

8. Anonymous (2001) Phorate IRED facts. 

9. Gupta RC, Milatovic D (2012) Organophosphates and carbamates. In: 
Organophosphates and carbamates. (2nd Edn), Amsterdam, The Netherlands: 
Academic Press/Elsevier. 

10. Jury WA, Spencer WF, Farmer WJ (1984) Behavior assessment model for trace 
organics in soil .4. Review of experimental-evidence. J Environ Qual 13: 580-
586. 

11. Benfenati E, Gini G, Piclin N, Roncaglioni A, Varì MR (2003) Predicting logP of 
pesticides using different software. Chemosphere 53: 1155-1164.

12. Levi PE, Hodgson E (1988) Stereospecificity in the oxidation of phorate 
and phorate sulphoxide by purified FAD-containing mono-oxygenase and 
cytochrome P-450 isozymes. Xenobiotica 18: 29-39.

13. Kinsler S, Levi PE, Hodgson E (1988) Hepatic and extrahepatic microsomal 
oxidation of phorate by the cytochrome-P-450 and FAD-containing 
monooxygenase systems in the mouse. Pestic Biochem Physiol 31: 54-60. 

14. Ghidini S, Zanardi E, Battaglia A, Varisco G, Ferretti E, et al. (2005) Comparison 
of contaminant and residue levels in organic and conventional milk and meat 
products from northern Italy. Food Addit Contam 22: 9-14.

15. González-Rodríguez RM, Rial-Otero R, Cancho-Grande B, Gonzalez-Barreiro 
C, Simal-Gándara J (2011) A review on the fate of pesticides during the 
processes within the food-production Chain. Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr 51: 99-114.

16. Kuivinen J, Bengtsson S (2002) Solid-phase extraction and cleanup 
of organophosphorus pesticide residues in bovine muscle with gas 
chromatographic detection. J Chromatogr Sci 40: 392-396.

17. LeDoux M (2011) Analytical methods applied to the determination of pesticide 
residues in foods of animal origin. A review of the past two decades. J 
Chromatogr A 1218: 1021-1036.

18. Salas JH, González MM, Noa M, Pérez NA, Díaz G, et al. (2003) 
Organophosphorus pesticide residues in Mexican commercial pasteurized 
milk. J Agric Food Chem 51: 4468-4471.

19. Bo LY, Zhao XH (2010) Preliminary study on the degradation of seven 
organophosphorus pesticides in bovine milk during lactic acid fermentation or 
heat treatment. African Journal of Microbiology Research 4: 1171-1179. 

20. Kaushik G, Satya S, Naik SN (2009) Food processing a tool to pesticide residue 
dissipation - A review. Food Res Int 42: 26-40. 

21. Zhang Y, Zhang Z, Chen F, Zhang H, Hu X (2012) Effect of sonication on 
eliminating of phorate in apple juice. Ultrason Sonochem 19: 43-48.

22. Zhao XH, Wang J, Li TJ, Zhang YH (2012) Degradation behaviors of seven 
organophosphorus pesticides in skimmed milk inoculated with Streptococcus 
thermophilus or Lactobacillus helveticus. Milchwissenschaft-Milk Science 
International 67: 399-401. 

23. Saquib Q, Attia SM, Siddiqui MA, Aboul-Soud MA, Al-Khedhairy AA, et al. (2012) 
Phorate-induced oxidative stress, DNA damage and transcriptional activation 
of p53 and caspase genes in male Wistar rats. Toxicol Appl Pharmacol 259: 
54-65.

24. Anonymous (2008) Annual reports from FDA’s pesticide residue monitoring 
program. 

25. Anonymous (2012) Farm milk production. Washington, DC: United States 
Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service. 

26. Grube A, Donaldson D, Kiely T, Wu L (2011) 2006-2007 Pesticide market 
estimates. In: 2006-2007 Pesticide market estimates. Washington, DC: 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

27. Clune AL, Ryan PB, Barr DB (2012) Have regulatory efforts to reduce 
organophosphorus insecticide exposures been effective? Environ Health 
Perspect 120: 521-525.

28. Anonymous (2010) Summary of pesticide use report data-2010. Part IV. Trends 
in use in certain pesticide categories. 

29. Hussain MN (1986) Thimet insecticide, phorate (CL 35,024): metabolic fate of 
carbon-14 labeled CL 35,024 in milk and various tissues of lactating goats. 

30. Singh N, Singh B, Dureja P, Sethunathan N (2003) Persistence of phorate 
in soils: role of moisture, temperature, preexposure, and microorganisms. J 
Environ Sci Health B 38: 723-735.

31. Getzin LW, Chapman RK (1960) The fate of phorate in soils. J Econ Entomol 
53: 47-51. 

32. Davy M, Angier J (2008) Risks of phorate use to federally threatened California 
red-legged frog (Rana aurora draytonii) to federally threatened Valley 
elderberry Longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus) to federally 
threatened Bay Checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas editha bayensis) to federally 
endangered San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica). 

33. Nutsch A, Spire M, Kastner J, Jones DD (2004) Carcass disposal: a 
comprehensive review. 

34. Tirey DA, Dellinger B, Rubey WA, Taylor PH (1993) Thermal degradation 
characteristics of environmentally sensitive pesticide products, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, Center for Environmental Research 
Information.

This article was originally published in a special issue, Toxicology- Case 
Reports handled by Editor(s). Dr. Birandra K Sinha , National Institutes of 
Environmental Health sciences, USA

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21783509
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21783509
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21783509
http://www.cabdirect.org/abstracts/20113247937.html;jsessionid=DB2C02CFA826B845545D8279BE29D0BD?gitCommit=4.13.29
http://www.cabdirect.org/abstracts/20113247937.html;jsessionid=DB2C02CFA826B845545D8279BE29D0BD?gitCommit=4.13.29
http://www.cabdirect.org/abstracts/20113247937.html;jsessionid=DB2C02CFA826B845545D8279BE29D0BD?gitCommit=4.13.29
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20721413
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20721413
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20721413
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16816156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16816156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16816156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7950431
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7950431
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7294467
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7294467
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7294467
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7950426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7950426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7950426
http://www.epa.gov/oppsrrd1/REDs/factsheets/phorate_fs.htm
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CDYQFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Ffaculty.rmu.edu%2F~short%2Fresearch%2Fmsc-environmental-chemistry-1995%2Forganic-geochemistry%2FJury-WA-et-al-1984-3.pdf&ei=Gj5-UfOQAYiIrQf-yIG4Dw&usg=AFQjCNEpI
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CDYQFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Ffaculty.rmu.edu%2F~short%2Fresearch%2Fmsc-environmental-chemistry-1995%2Forganic-geochemistry%2FJury-WA-et-al-1984-3.pdf&ei=Gj5-UfOQAYiIrQf-yIG4Dw&usg=AFQjCNEpI
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CDYQFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Ffaculty.rmu.edu%2F~short%2Fresearch%2Fmsc-environmental-chemistry-1995%2Forganic-geochemistry%2FJury-WA-et-al-1984-3.pdf&ei=Gj5-UfOQAYiIrQf-yIG4Dw&usg=AFQjCNEpI
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14512120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14512120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3354230
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3354230
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3354230
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0048357588900284
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0048357588900284
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0048357588900284
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15895606
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15895606
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15895606
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21328107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21328107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21328107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12201481
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12201481
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12201481
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21236435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21236435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21236435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12848527
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12848527
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12848527
http://www.academicjournals.org/ajmr/abstracts/abstracts/abstracts2010/4Jun/Bo and Zhao.htm
http://www.academicjournals.org/ajmr/abstracts/abstracts/abstracts2010/4Jun/Bo and Zhao.htm
http://www.academicjournals.org/ajmr/abstracts/abstracts/abstracts2010/4Jun/Bo and Zhao.htm
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0963996908001907
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0963996908001907
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21669544
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21669544
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22197610
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22197610
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22197610
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22197610
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22251442
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22251442
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22251442
http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/pur/pur10rep/10sum.htm
http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/pur/pur10rep/10sum.htm
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14649704
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14649704
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14649704
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/esa/jee/1960/00000053/00000001/art00016
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/esa/jee/1960/00000053/00000001/art00016
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=4&ved=0CEAQFjAD&url=http%3A%2F%2Fciteseerx.ist.psu.edu%2Fviewdoc%2Fdownload%3Fdoi%3D10.1.1.168.5492%26rep%3Drep1%26type%3Dpdf&ei=YEB-UbvwEMjMrQfmxoDQDg&usg=AFQjCNGfXlaOzg52fUGc0Tc0SoiVm_Hb3A&bv
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=4&ved=0CEAQFjAD&url=http%3A%2F%2Fciteseerx.ist.psu.edu%2Fviewdoc%2Fdownload%3Fdoi%3D10.1.1.168.5492%26rep%3Drep1%26type%3Dpdf&ei=YEB-UbvwEMjMrQfmxoDQDg&usg=AFQjCNGfXlaOzg52fUGc0Tc0SoiVm_Hb3A&bv
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=4&ved=0CEAQFjAD&url=http%3A%2F%2Fciteseerx.ist.psu.edu%2Fviewdoc%2Fdownload%3Fdoi%3D10.1.1.168.5492%26rep%3Drep1%26type%3Dpdf&ei=YEB-UbvwEMjMrQfmxoDQDg&usg=AFQjCNGfXlaOzg52fUGc0Tc0SoiVm_Hb3A&bv
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=4&ved=0CEAQFjAD&url=http%3A%2F%2Fciteseerx.ist.psu.edu%2Fviewdoc%2Fdownload%3Fdoi%3D10.1.1.168.5492%26rep%3Drep1%26type%3Dpdf&ei=YEB-UbvwEMjMrQfmxoDQDg&usg=AFQjCNGfXlaOzg52fUGc0Tc0SoiVm_Hb3A&bv
http://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=4&ved=0CEAQFjAD&url=http%3A%2F%2Fciteseerx.ist.psu.edu%2Fviewdoc%2Fdownload%3Fdoi%3D10.1.1.168.5492%26rep%3Drep1%26type%3Dpdf&ei=YEB-UbvwEMjMrQfmxoDQDg&usg=AFQjCNGfXlaOzg52fUGc0Tc0SoiVm_Hb3A&bv
http://krex.k-state.edu/dspace/handle/2097/662
http://krex.k-state.edu/dspace/handle/2097/662
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Thermal_Degradation_Characteristics_of_E.html?id=8vxrHQAACAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Thermal_Degradation_Characteristics_of_E.html?id=8vxrHQAACAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Thermal_Degradation_Characteristics_of_E.html?id=8vxrHQAACAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Thermal_Degradation_Characteristics_of_E.html?id=8vxrHQAACAAJ&redir_esc=y

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Case Description 
	Discussion
	Acknowledgement
	Declaration of conflicting interests 
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	References

