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Advances in Environmental Toxicology of Herbicide Napropamide
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Abstract: Napropamide is an amide chiral herbicide and is widely used due to its good herbicidal activity.
Napropamide has a long half-life in the environment and long-lasting efficacy, and is easy to spread with the water flow, so
it has a greater potential threat to organisms and the environment. This paper described the structure, physicochemical
properties, characteristics and application overview of napropamide, and summarized its research progress in the
distribution and residue detection methods, dynamics, environmental toxicology, ecological effects, and biodegradation in
the environment. The object of this paper is to provide reference for catabolism research, pollution control and scientific
application of napropamide.
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