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Requested Action

Review the attached data submitted to upgrade the existing study,
MRID 405676-02.

Background

TB II concluded that since the registrant's last response to the
review of the subject study did not include information on the pH
and preparation frequency of dosing solutions, as well as the
stability, uniformity and concentration of test material in the
vehicle, the study should remain classified Core-supplementary (EPA
Memorandum, Whitby to Briscoe, May 5, 1992).
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Registrant's Response

The following itemized responses were included in the registrant's
submission:

Frequency of Preparation of the dosing sglutioﬁéyDosing solutions
were prepared 11 times during the study, one for each exposure.
tability of the dosing solution: The stability of the dosing
solution was not checked during the study. Dosing solutions were
prepared on the same day of dosing for the third induction and

rechallenge exposures and on the day prior to dosing for all other
exposures. -

H _of the dosing solution: The pH of the dosing solution was not
checked during the course of the study. However, the PH of an

nalyvses ab ormi and concentrati of iprodione

These analyses were not performed during the course of the study,
however, the registrant argued that stability should not have been
a problem since the time between the preparation and use of the
dosing solutions was 24 hours or less and studies of solubility of
iprodione in acetone had previously been conducted.

The registrant also indicated that uniformity should not have been
a problem since the solubility of iprodione in acetone is greater
than 30% while the concentration of the dosing solutions did not
exceed 10%.

Although the registrant did not provide data for the analyses of
iprodione in acetone, gravimetric and volumetric data indicating
how the dosing solutions were prepared are included in this
submission.

Conclusion



