
Atrazine, index variable = 1
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 98
Nondetections by both methods, n = 22
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 26
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Atrazine, index variable = 1
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 36
Nondetections by both methods, n = 22
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 26
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−1. Comparison of Atrazine detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Carbaryl, index variable = 2
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 136
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 11
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Carbaryl, index variable = 2
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 136
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 11
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−2. Comparison of Carbaryl detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Carbofuran, index variable = 3
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 144
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 3
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Carbofuran, index variable = 3
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 144
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 3
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−3. Comparison of Carbofuran detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Deethylatrazine, index variable = 4
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 73
Nondetections by both methods, n = 34
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 40
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Deethylatrazine, index variable = 4
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 34
Nondetections by both methods, n = 34
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 39
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−4. Comparison of Deethylatrazine detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Metalaxyl, index variable = 5
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 19
Nondetections by both methods, n = 86
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 42
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Metalaxyl, index variable = 5
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 18
Nondetections by both methods, n = 86
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 41
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437

10,000  

1,000 

100

10

1

0.1
10,0001,0001001010.1

Schedule 2437 concentration (new method), in nanograms per liter

Sc
he

du
le

 2
06

0 
co

nc
en

tra
tio

n 
(o

ld
 m

et
ho

d)
, i

n 
na

no
gr

am
s 

pe
r l

ite
r

Figure 6−5. Comparison of Metalaxyl detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Tebuthiuron, index variable = 6
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 11
Nondetections by both methods, n = 73
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 62
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Tebuthiuron, index variable = 6
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 11
Nondetections by both methods, n = 73
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 62
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−6. Comparison of Tebuthiuron detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



2,4−D, index variable = 62
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 41
Nondetections by both methods, n = 69
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 30
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 7

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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2,4−D, index variable = 62
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 11
Nondetections by both methods, n = 69
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 28
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−7. Comparison of 2,4−D detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



2−Hydroxyatrazine, index variable = 63
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 113
Nondetections by both methods, n = 19
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 13
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 2

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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2−Hydroxyatrazine, index variable = 63
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 45
Nondetections by both methods, n = 19
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 12
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 2

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−8. Comparison of 2−Hydroxyatrazine detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



3−Hydroxycarbofuran, index variable = 64
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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3−Hydroxycarbofuran, index variable = 64
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−9. Comparison of 3−Hydroxycarbofuran detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Aldicarb, index variable = 65
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Aldicarb, index variable = 65
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−10. Comparison of Aldicarb detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Aldicarb_sulfone, index variable = 66
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods

10,000  

1,000 

100

10

1

0.1
10,0001,0001001010.1

Schedule 2437 concentration (new method), in nanograms per liter

Sc
he

du
le

 2
06

0 
co

nc
en

tra
tio

n 
(o

ld
 m

et
ho

d)
, i

n 
na

no
gr

am
s 

pe
r l

ite
r

Aldicarb_sulfone, index variable = 66
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−11. Comparison of Aldicarb_sulfone detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Aldicarb_sulfoxide, index variable = 67
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 142
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 5
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Aldicarb_sulfoxide, index variable = 67
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 142
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 5
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−12. Comparison of Aldicarb_sulfoxide detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Bentazon, index variable = 68
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 19
Nondetections by both methods, n = 96
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 32
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Bentazon, index variable = 68
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 14
Nondetections by both methods, n = 96
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 32
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−13. Comparison of Bentazon detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Bromacil, index variable = 69
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 3
Nondetections by both methods, n = 79
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 65
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Bromacil, index variable = 69
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 79
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 65
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−14. Comparison of Bromacil detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Bromoxynil, index variable = 70
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 146
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 1
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Bromoxynil, index variable = 70
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 146
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 1
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−15. Comparison of Bromoxynil detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Chlorimuron−ethyl, index variable = 71
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 139
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 7
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Chlorimuron−ethyl, index variable = 71
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 139
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 7
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−16. Comparison of Chlorimuron−ethyl detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Dacthal_monoacid, index variable = 72
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Dacthal_monoacid, index variable = 72
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−17. Comparison of Dacthal_monoacid detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Deisopropylatrazine, index variable = 73
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 33
Nondetections by both methods, n = 53
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 61
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Deisopropylatrazine, index variable = 73
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 21
Nondetections by both methods, n = 53
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 59
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−18. Comparison of Deisopropylatrazine detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Dicamba, index variable = 74
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Dicamba, index variable = 74
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 146
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−19. Comparison of Dicamba detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Diuron, index variable = 75
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 86
Nondetections by both methods, n = 21
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 36
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Diuron, index variable = 75
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 53
Nondetections by both methods, n = 21
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 36
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−20. Comparison of Diuron detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Flumetsulam, index variable = 76
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 119
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 27
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Flumetsulam, index variable = 76
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 119
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 26
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437

10,000  

1,000 

100

10

1

0.1
10,0001,0001001010.1

Schedule 2437 concentration (new method), in nanograms per liter

Sc
he

du
le

 2
06

0 
co

nc
en

tra
tio

n 
(o

ld
 m

et
ho

d)
, i

n 
na

no
gr

am
s 

pe
r l

ite
r

Figure 6−21. Comparison of Flumetsulam detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Fluometuron, index variable = 77
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 17
Nondetections by both methods, n = 116
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 10
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Fluometuron, index variable = 77
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 7
Nondetections by both methods, n = 116
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 10
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−22. Comparison of Fluometuron detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Imazaquin, index variable = 78
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 142
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 1
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Imazaquin, index variable = 78
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 142
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 1
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−23. Comparison of Imazaquin detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Imazethapyr, index variable = 79
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 12
Nondetections by both methods, n = 117
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 14
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Imazethapyr, index variable = 79
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 11
Nondetections by both methods, n = 117
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 14
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 4

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−24. Comparison of Imazethapyr detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Imidacloprid, index variable = 80
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 20
Nondetections by both methods, n = 70
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 50
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 6

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Imidacloprid, index variable = 80
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 5
Nondetections by both methods, n = 68
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 48
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 2

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−25. Comparison of Imidacloprid detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Linuron, index variable = 81
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 140
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 4
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Linuron, index variable = 81
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 140
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 4
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−26. Comparison of Linuron detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



MCPA, index variable = 82
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 2
Nondetections by both methods, n = 145
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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MCPA, index variable = 82
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 145
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−27. Comparison of MCPA detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Methomyl, index variable = 83
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 142
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 5
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Methomyl, index variable = 83
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 142
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 5
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−28. Comparison of Methomyl detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Nicosulfuron, index variable = 84
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 140
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 6
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Nicosulfuron, index variable = 84
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 140
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 6
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−29. Comparison of Nicosulfuron detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Norflurazon, index variable = 85
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 6
Nondetections by both methods, n = 126
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 15
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Norflurazon, index variable = 85
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 6
Nondetections by both methods, n = 126
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 15
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−30. Comparison of Norflurazon detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Oryzalin, index variable = 86
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 144
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 3
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Oryzalin, index variable = 86
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 144
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 3
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−31. Comparison of Oryzalin detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Oxamyl, index variable = 87
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 140
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 6
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Oxamyl, index variable = 87
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 140
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 6
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−32. Comparison of Oxamyl detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Propiconazole, index variable = 88
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 7
Nondetections by both methods, n = 86
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 54
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Propiconazole, index variable = 88
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 3
Nondetections by both methods, n = 86
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 52
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−33. Comparison of Propiconazole detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Propoxur, index variable = 89
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 3
Nondetections by both methods, n = 131
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 13
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Propoxur, index variable = 89
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 3
Nondetections by both methods, n = 131
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 13
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−34. Comparison of Propoxur detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Siduron, index variable = 90
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Siduron, index variable = 90
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 0
Nondetections by both methods, n = 147
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 0
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−35. Comparison of Siduron detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Sulfometuron−methyl, index variable = 91
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 18
Nondetections by both methods, n = 102
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 26
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Sulfometuron−methyl, index variable = 91
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 16
Nondetections by both methods, n = 102
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 26
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−36. Comparison of Sulfometuron−methyl detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Terbacil, index variable = 92
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 2
Nondetections by both methods, n = 143
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 2
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Terbacil, index variable = 92
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 2
Nondetections by both methods, n = 143
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 2
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 0

Detection frequency is not significantly different between methods
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Figure 6−37. Comparison of Terbacil detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.



Triclopyr, index variable = 93
All concentrations

Detections by both methods, n = 3
Nondetections by both methods, n = 128
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 15
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Triclopyr, index variable = 93
Concentrations greater than the largest reporting level excluded

Detections by both methods, n = 1
Nondetections by both methods, n = 110
Detections by schedule 2437 only, n = 13
Detections by schedule 2060 only, n = 1

Detection frequency is significantly greater by schedule 2437
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Figure 6−38. Comparison of Triclopyr detections in paired environmental stream−water samples analyzed by both
schedule 2060 and schedule 2437. The horizontal dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2060 and
the vertical dashed line is the reporting level for schedule 2437. See table 14 for information on 
statistical differences between methods.


