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1.0 Date
February, 1996

.—.
—

2.0 Name of Applicant
Bayer Corporation, Agriculture Division, Animal Health

3.0 Address
Bayer Corporation
Agriculture Division
Animal Health
P.O. Box 390
Shawnee Mission, Kansas 66201-0390

Inquiries regarding this assessment should be directed to:
Greg Gagliano
Phone: 913-268-2751

4.0 Description of the Proposed Action

4.1 Request Approval and Need for Action
This environmental assessment is necessary for the approval of the new animal drug,
BAYTRIL@ 100 Injectable Solution (enrofloxacin), for use in cattle. Enrofloxacin is a
fluoroquinolone antimicrobial product for the treatment of bovine respiratory disease
(BRD).

4.2 Location Where the Product Will Be Produced
The drug substance will be produced by Bayer AG in Wuppertal, Germany. The
formulation and packaging will be done at Bayer Corporation’s Animal Health
manufacturing facility in Shawnee Mission, Kansas, USA.

4.3 Location Where the Product Will Be Used
The ultimate use of the finished product will be on cattle ranches and feedlots. Finished
products will be stored in distribution centers throughout the United States prior to
transportation to veterinary clinics. BAYTRIL@ 100 Injectable Solution is a prescription
drug. Federal (U. S.A.) law restricts this drug to use by or on the order of a licensed
veterinarian.

.- _

n
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4.4 Locations Where Product Will Be Disposed

Disposal of unused drug product may result during manufacturing activities, from the
discarding of returned goods, or from end-user disposal of individual units of empty or
partly empty finished product containers. The present inflastructum. at the proposed
manufacturing sites provides for the ultimate disposal of product through landfilling and
incineration.

4.5 Type of Environment Present At and Adjacent to Manufacturing Locations
The areas around the manufacturing facility in Wuppertal, Germany and Shawnee
Missiou Kansas, USA are characterized by mixed use land patterns consisting of
residential, commercial, and industrial areas.

5.0 Identifkation of Chemical Substances of the Proposed Action

5.1 Chemical Process
The materials listed below are used in the chemical process by the manufacturing facility
in Wuppertal, Germany for the synthesis of enrofloxacin, the final active drug:

—

fluoroquinolone carboxylic acid
N-ethyl piperazine
butyl glycol
acetic acid
anhydrous ethyl alcohol with toluene
activated carbon
diatomaceous earth
ammonium hydroxide (250A)
purified w-ater

Proposed Bulk Drug Specifications
Greater than 99 percent enrofloxacin and less than 1 percent each of desfluoro compound
and ciprofloxacin

5.2 Pharmaceutical Formulation
Copies of the Material Safety Data Sheets for the final drug product and for the
ingredients used in the formulation of the drug product (except water, which is non-
hazardous) are presented in Appendix 1. The following describes the main properties of
the components used in the BAYTRIL@ 100 Injectable Solution.

——.
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5.2.1 Enrofloxacin
Svnonws and Abbreviations
enrofloxacin
Baytril@
Bay Vp 2674
CAS Registry No. 93106-60-6

Chemical Name
1-cyclopropyl-7-(4-ethyl- l-piperazinyl)-6-fluoro-l ,4-dihydro-4-oxo-3 -quinoline
carboxylic acid

Molecular Formula
C,9H**FN303

Structural Formula

I
“../Nv

A

Nfolecular Weight
359.4

Melting Point
222- 226QC

Solubilities in Water
1100 mg/L at pH 5.0; 25°C (Bayer Report No. 73353)
250 mg/L at pH 7.0; 25°C (Bayer Report No. 73353)
600 mg/L at pH 9.0; 25°C (Bayer Report No. 73353)

Vapor Pressure
<1 x 10-7 mm Hg at 25°C (Bayer Report No. 73409)
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6.0

6.1

5.2.2

5.2.3

5.2.4

5.2.5

n-Octanol/Water Partition Coefficients
&= 0.4 at pH 5.0 (Bayer Report No. 73390)
&W= 3.1 at pH 7.0 (Bayer Report No. 73390)
F&= 0.7 at pH 9.0 (Bayer Report No. 73390)

Classification
Therapeutic: synthetic antibiotic.
Pharmacological: in cattle for treatment of bovine respiratory disease (BRD).

L-Arginine
CAS Registry No.: 74-79-3
Molecular Formula: CGHldNdOz
Molecular Weight: 174.20
Description: white crystals or crystalline powder, faint odor

Benzyl Alcohol
CAS Registxy No.: 100-51-6
Molecular Formula: CTHgO
Molecular Weight: 108.13
Description: colorless liquid

rz-Butyl Alcohol
CAS Registry No.: 71-36-3
Molecular Formula: CqHIOO
Molecular Weight: 74.12
Description: colorless liquid

Water
CAS Registry No.: 7732 -18-5
Molecular Formula: HZO
Molecular Weight: 18.1
Description: colorless liquid

Introduction of Substances into the Environment
Portions of the materials listed in Section 5 will be released into the environment as a
result of the proposed action. These will be generated from the manufacturing site in the
form of air emissions, liquid waste streams, and so~id waste.

Production Site
Enrofloxacin has and wili continue to be manufactured for world wide use at the Bayer
AG facilities in Wuppertal, Germany. The substances emitted from the facilities during
manufacturing are ethanol, ammonia, butyl glycol, and general waste water from process
operations. Emissions are controlled by Bayer AG’s department of environmental
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protection (WV-Umwelt,schutz) in compliance with the applicable German laws and
pertinent regulations as described in Appendix 2.

6.2 Formulation Site
The BAYTRIL@ 100 Injectable Solution formulation will be manufactured at the Bayer
Corporation’s Animal Health facility in Shawnee Mission, Kansas, USA. The
manufacture of the formulation will consist of mixing the bulk enrofloxacin (from
Germany) with other formulation components to forma homogeneous solution. The
formulation site is located in a suburban area. The 53-acre facility is surrounded by
mixed (residential/commercial) land use patterns.

Air Emissions
Air emissions from the formulation process for the BAYTRIL* 100 Injectable Solution
will consist of both minor particulate and volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions.
Particulate emissions are controlled by a dust collector with an efficiency of 99.998 %.
VOC emissions are vented through the building’s HVAC system which contains no
special con~ol devices. There are no Hazardous Air Pollutant (HAPS) emissions fkom
the process.

Licmid
Liquid waste streams resulting from the pharmaceutical formulation and packaging
operations will consist of residue waste waters from sanitary use and washing operations
which m-ill be discarded to the Public Owned Treatment Works (I?OTW) operated by the
Johnson County Unified Wastewater District #1.

Bayer Corporation has been issued Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit #92TC101
for its pharmaceutical operations and is regulated by the Johnson County Wastewater
District, controlling authority as described in 40 CFR Part 403 under the authority of the
State of Kansas, KSA 19-27, 168. All discharges associated with the formulation of the
BAYTR.ILS 100 Injectable Solution are regulated by the effluent limitations and
conditions established in this permit. Production of this product should not cause any
violations of existing parameters as set forth by the Johnson County Environmental
Department.

Liquid v-astes arising from rejected raw materials, rejected batches, or samples will be
incinerated at an EPA-licensed Treatment Storage and Disposal Facility (TSDF) in
accordance with Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) regulations. The
Bayer facility is currently registered as a hazardous waste generator and holds EPA I.D.
#KSDO071 62407. Production of this product will not change our regulated status as a
Large Quantity Generator.

_——
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Solid
Solid waste will consist of cardboard, paper, and plastics. Cardboard material will be
baled for recycling. All other material will be disposed of in a sanitary landfill.

Statement of Compliance
The site selected is already a manufacturing facility for animal health drugs. It is
currently in full compliance with all applicable environmental laws and regulations. The
proposed action will not affect the overall status of the facility.

Approval of the proposed action will result in minor increases of air emissions exhausted
to the atmosphere, liquid wastewater discharged to the POTW, and solid wastes destined
for landfill disposal or recycling. In the long term, the approval will result in the use of
resources confiied to raw materials and utilities in the manufacturing area. Operations
will be conducted in compliance with all applicable regulations enforced by the local,
state, and federal levels as appropriate. The following environmental regulations or
standards are cited as applicable to the proposed action:

Clean Air Act, as amended
Kansas Air Quality Act, as amended
Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended
Clean Water Act, as amended
Kansas Hazardous Waste Management Act, as amended
Johnson County Code of Regulations for Sanitary Sewer Use, as amended
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended

6.3 Use Sites
The intended use of this product is the treatment of bovine respiratory disease in cattle,
excluding cattle intended for dairy production or in calves to be processed for veal. The
drug will be packaged in 100-ml amber glass bottles. The label dose is 2.5 to 5.0 mg/kg
of body weight for 3 to 5 days. The dosage will depend on the severity of the disease.
The maximum use of active ingredient (enrofloxacin) results from the multiple injection
regime (5.0 mg/kg/day x 5 days = 25 mg). Therefore, this environmental assessment
addresses the exposures resulting from the maximum dose of the product since it
represents the worst case exposure scenario.

To identifi what the significant excretion products are from cattle treated with
BAYTRIL@ 100 Injectable Solution, excreta were analyzed.

—
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Urine and f~s from cattle were collected aller five days of treatment by daily
subcutaneous injection with *4C-BAYTRIL injectable formulation at the maximum
recommended dose of 5 mg a.i. per kg of body weight per day (Bayer Report
No, 106564). As representative samples, the urine and feces collected 24 hours tier the
fwst dose and 24 hours after the last dose in the male and female animals were analyzed,
Approximately 46% of the excreted radioactivity was contained in the urine. Of the
radioactivity in the urine, 42°/0 was comprised of ciprofloxacin or ciprofloxacin
conjugates and 4°/0 was comprised of enrofloxacin. Approximately 54°/0 of the excreted
radioactivity was contained in the feces from the cattle. Of the radioactivity in the feces,
24% was comprised of enrofloxacin and 10% was ciprofloxacin. Therefore, the primary
residues excreted by cattle are enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin; the remaining residues
each represent <1 0°/0 of the administered dose. Based on this excretion profile,
environmental fate and effects studies were conducted using enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin.

Approximately 70 percent of the drug will be used in feedlots with the remaining
30 percent distributed between cow-calf stocker operations, pasture, and fm feeders.
The majority of use will be in feedlots. The remaining usage will be on individual fiee-
ranging animals in pastures.

The environmental exposure is considered negligible for non-feedlot operations since the
occurrence of feces and urine containing enrofloxacin and its metabolizes will be so
infrequent in the overall scheme of a large pasture setting. The maximum exposure will
result from feedlot use, and therefore, the remainder of this environmental assessment
will focus on exposures originating from feedlot use of the drug.

Statistics from the United States Department of Agriculture indicate that there were
approximately 40 million beef cattle on feed in the United States in 1994 (David Dargatz,
beef specialist - personal communication, 1995). Most of the production was centered in
the states of (in descending order of production): Texas, Nebrask~ Kansas, Colorado,
Iowa, Oklahoma, California, Minnesota, Illinois, South Dakota, Idaho, Arizona, and
Washington (USDA, 1995). Up to 9 percent of the cattle raised in feedlots in Kansas and
Nebraska from 1979 to 1984 required treatment for disease, and up to 70 percent of those
cattle treated each year had symptoms of respiratory disease (Edwards, 1985).

Manure Handling and Disuosal Practices
The major use of the antibiotic, enrofloxacin, will be in cattle feedlot operations. A
general description of feedlot management practice is provided to support an
understanding of terrestrial and aquatic exposures resulting from the use of BAYTRIL@
100 Injectable Solution.

—
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Animals undergoing therapeutic drug treatment are housed in a separate hospital pen area
for 3 to 7 days. After the treatment and observation period is complete, the animals are
returned to their pens of origin. The manure is removed from the hospital pens and
placed in a stockpile with manure from untreated cattle. Currently, biodegradation of
manure through comporting and/or biogasification are not generally used in the feedlot
industry due to the high costs associated with these practices. However, it is common for
manure stockpiles to be turned often to facilitate drying and volume reduction. Dry
manure is applied to fields once or twice a year (fall or spring), but only one application
per field is made within a 12-month period. Application rates range from 6 to 30 dry tons
per acre (20 dry tons average) based on the nitrogen content of the soil, the nitrogen
content of the manure, and the nitrogen requirements of the crop being planted in the
field.

Under the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency feedlot effluent guidelines (1 995a), all
feedlots with a greater than 1,000 head capacity must handle runoff through the use of
drains leading to stormwater detention basins or lagoons. Runoff water does not enter
natural aquatic ecosystems. The lagoons must be capable of handling a 1-in-25 year
storm event. In the event of heavy rainfall or if the year is particularly dry, the lagoon
water will be pumped for crop irrigation. These crops, in turn, are fed back to cattle.
Otherwise, the water level in the lagoon is reduced due to evaporation. The bottom
sediments are removed horn the lagoon on an as-needed basis, usually once every 7 to
10 years. The sediments are mixed with manure for land application.

To determine the concentration of drug residues being applied to an agricultural field, the
following scenario and assumptions were used. In a state such as Colorado, 94 percent of
the feedlots range fi-om <1,000 to 8,000 head of cattle (Colorado Cattle Feeders, 1995).
For the purposes of this environmental assessment, a weighted average of feedlot size
was used (2,000 head) with a morbidity rate range of 6 percent (Edwards, 1995) to
12 percent (Bayer veterinary estimates) for bovine respiratory disease. The USDA does
not compile information on feedlot morbidity (David Dargatz, personal communication,
1995), but these estimates appear to be reasonable. It is assumed that all cattle with BRD
will be treated with enrofloxacin. Most herds of cattle move through a feedlot in 120-day
cycles. For the purposes of this environmental assessment, it is assumed that three herds
of cattle (2,000 head per herd) move through this feedlot in a year. In actual practice,
small herds of 50 to 60 head move in and out of the feedlot at different times.

Therefore, in a typical 2,000-head feedlot the number of cattle treated for bovine
respiratory disease would be:

At 6% morbidity: (2,000 headherd) x (3 herds/year) x 0.06 = 360 head treated

At 12V0 morbidity: (2,000 headherd) x (3 herds/year) x 0.12 = 720 head treated
—
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It is assumed that all cattle with BRD will be treated with enrofloxacin. Cattle that
generally contract BRD are those animals that recently arrive at the feedlot since the
stress of travel and transfer make them more susceptible to disease. The cattle arriving at
a feedIot (and therefore, likely to be treated) range in weight from 500-750 Ibs (mean
600 Ibs or 270 kg). A 1000 lb animal produces approximately 60 lbs of wet manure per
day with a solids content of 11 percent (Ohio State University, 1983). This equates to
6.6 lbs of dry manure per day (60lbsx0.11 solids= 6.6 Ibs dry manure solids). For
purposes of this environmental assessment, it is assumed that all the treated cattle are
600 lbs and produce 6.6 lbs of dry manure per day.

Manure is usually stockpiled for up to 12 months before land application. At a rate of
6.6 Ibs dry manure/day, for 365 days (12 months), a feedlot with three 2,000 head herds
moving through will produce:

(3 herds) x (2,000 head/herd) x (6.6 Ibs dry manure/day/head) x (365 days/year)=

14.45 x 106 lbs dry manure per year or 6.56 x 106 kg dry manure per year.

Since enrofloxacin and its metabolizes are nearly completely excreted via urine and feces,
the manure excreted during an individual animal’s treatment period may contain up to
6750 mg of drug residue [(270 kg/animal) x (5 mg ai/kg/day) x (5 days)]. Assuming that
all drug residues in urine bind to the manure, the concentration of drug residues in the
manure stockpile would be approximately:

At 6°A morbidity: [6000 head/Yearl x (0.06) x (6750 mg drug excretedhead)
6.56 x 106 kg manure/year

= 0.37 mg drug residueslkg manure

At 12°A morbidity: [6000 head/vear) x (0. 12)x (6750 m~ drw excretedhead)
6.56 x 106 kg manure/year

= 0.74 mg drug residues/kg manure

7.0 Fate of Emitted Substances in the Environment
The fate and transport of enrofloxacin and its major metabolize, ciprofloxacin, in the
environment are dependent on the chemical and physical properties of these compounds.
Several studies have been conducted to evaluate the characteristics of enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin which may influence their fate in the environment. Report summaries for
the environmental fate studies for enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin are in Appendix 3. The
following data relate to the fate of enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin in the environments
where the drug will be used.
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Generally, these data show that enrofloxactis and ciprofloxacin’s properties; namely
their tight binding to soil, relatively high water volubility, rapid photolysis in water, and
non-volatile nature, predict a negligible exposure in air, minimal exposure and residence
in water and bio~ but persistence and immobility in soil and sediment.

Enrofloxacin Physical Chemical Data
The aqueous volubility of enrofloxacin was determined to be 1100 ppm at pH 5,250 ppm
at pH 7, and 600 ppm at pH 9 (Bayer Report No. 73353). The n-octanol/water partition
coefficient (&W) of enrofloxacin was determined to be 0,4 at pH 5, 3.1 at pH 7, and 0.7 at
pH 9 (Bayer Report No. 73390). The vapor pressure of enrofloxacin is <10-7 mm Hg
(Bayer Report No. 73409).

The dissociation constants (pK~ were experimentally determined to be 6.27 and 7.73 for
enrofloxacin using potentiometric titration methods (Bayer Report No. 73955). As a
consequence, enrofloxacin will be present in the environment in an ionic form. The
ionic species include a cation, an anion and a dipolar zwitterion.

Under moderate conditions (yH 5,7, and 9 at 50”C) enrofloxacin does not readily
undergo hydrolysis (Bayer Report No. 106423). However, enrofloxacin is rapidly
photolyzed in water with half-lives of 20.6 minutes at pH 5,3.4 minutes at pH 7, and
14.3 minutes at pH 9 (Bayer Report No. 106562). The electromagnetic absorption
spectrum of enrofloxacin exhibits maximum absorbance at 271 to 276 run and a broad
shoulder peaking between 322 and 344 nm at pH 5,7, and 9 (Bayer Report No. 73954),

Enrofloxacin Environmental Fate Data
The adsorption and resorption of compounds in soil and manure can significantly
influence transport processes in the environment. The adsorption of a compound to soil
is described by the adsorption coefficient, Kd. A large & value indicates that the
compound is strongly associated with soil or manure. The adsorptiorddesorption
potential of enrofloxacin was determined for cattle manure, and four types of soil.

Kd values for enrofloxacin were determined in four soil types which represent a range in
naturally occurring soil types, including a silt loam, clay loam, sandy loam, and loam.
The results are presented in the table below. Nearly complete (> 99.7 %) sorption of
enrofloxacin to the soils occurs rapidly when exposing soils to 14C-enrofloxacin.
Resorption of the bound enrofloxacin from the soils was insignificant (< 0.26?40)under
the conditions specified by the FDA guideline (5 ml of 0.01 M CaC1z/g soil). As
demonstrated by the very large& and& values, enrofloxacin tightly binds to soils and
is imrnobiIe (Bayer Report No. 106555).
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Soil Type; Soil Series; and Source

Silt Loam; Clay Loam; Sandy Loam; Lore,
Drummer; Bearden; Tifton; MorIey;

Parameters Champaign, IL Casselton, ND Meigs, GA Allen Co., IN

pH 6.2 7.7 5.5 5.5
Organic Carbon (’Yo) 1.9 1.7 1.3 1.1
Organic Matter (VO) 3.3 3.0 2.2 2.0

Cation Exchange
Capacity (meq/100g) 24.5 29.6 4.5 8.0

Sand/Silt/Clay (’%0) 23/26/51 27/3 1/42 70/12/18 36/24/40
Adsorption (%) 99.9 99.8 99.7 99.9
Resorption (VO) 0.06 0.09 0.18 0.07

K~ 5502 3466 970 3915

Kc 289568 203906 74635 355941

In additio~ the adsorption/desorption behavior of enrofloxacin on cattle feces was also
evaluated. The results are presented in the following table,

Cattle Manure

Parameter I Value

pH 8.7
Organic Carbon (%) 37.6
Organic Matter (%) 64.7

Cation Exchange
Capacity (meq/100g) 40.9

Adsorption (%) 67-85\
Deso~tion &) 11-30

K~ 367

Kc 976

The sorption of enrofloxacin to cattle manure was up to 85’XO.The percent resorption
from the manure of the adsorbed enrofloxacin was up to 30% (Bayer Report No. 106557).
This stud>- demonstrates that enrofloxacin binds relatively tightly to cattle feces.
However, whatever residues desorb from cattle feces, or residues in the urine, will bind
tightly and nearly irreversibly to soil upon contact with soil.

Aerobic biodegradation of enrofloxacin in soil was tested in three soils types. The results
indicated that degradation in soil was slow. The half-life of enrofloxacin in three soil
types ranged fi-om 359 to 696 days. In addition, biodegradation of enrofloxacin in cattle—
manure w-a-stested. The half-life of enrofloxacin in the feces from cattle not previously
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treated with enrofloxacin was 468 days, and the half-life of enrofloxacin in the feces of
cattle previously treated with 14C-enrofloxacin was 142 days (Bayer Report No. 106560).
However, enrofloxacin was shown to be degraded by fungi in vitro (Bayer Report
No. 106772). This suggests that whenever enrofloxacin residues desorb from manure
a.dor soii, the unbound enrofloxacin can be degraded in the natural environment since
this group of fungi are commonly found in soils. The process will occur more slowly in
the natural environment since the resorption of enrofloxacin from soil is a very slow
process.

Ciprofloxacin Physical Chemical Data
The aqueous volubility of ciprofloxacin was determined to be 292 ppm at pH 5,59.1 ppm
at pH 7, and 200 ppm at pH 9. The n-octanol.lwater partition coefficient (&W ) of
ciprofloxacin was determined to be 0.0852 at pH 5, 0.165 at pH 7, and 0.0360 at pH 9.
The vapor pressure of ciprofloxacin is <10-7 mm Hg (Bayer Report No. 106436).

Under moderate conditions @H 5,7, and 9 at 50”C), ciprofloxacin does not readily
undergo hydrolysis (Bayer Report No. 106430). However, ciprofloxacin is rapidly
photolyzed in water with half-lives of 46.4 minutes at pH 5,9.0 minutes at pH 7, and
23.1 minutes at pH 9 (Bayer Report No. 106563).

The dissociation constants (pK~ were experimentally determined to be 5.71 and 9.59 for
ciprofloxacin using potentiometric titration methods (Bayer Report No. 106436). As a
consequence, ciprofloxacin will be present in the environment in an ionic form. The
ionic species include a cation, an anion and a dipolar zwitterion.

These data indicate that ciprofloxacin is very similar to enrofloxacin with respect to
physical chemical properties.

Cirrofloxacin Environmental Fate Data
K~ values for ciprofloxacin were determined in four soil types which represent a range in
naturally occurring soil types, including a silt loam, clay loam, sandy loam, and loam.
The results are presented in the table below. Nearly complete (> 98.7 VO)sorption of
ciprofloxacin to the soils occurs rapidly when exposing soils to 14C-ciprofloxacin.
Resorption of the bound ciprofloxacin from the soils was insignificant (< 0.69%) under
the conditions specified by the FDA guideline (5 ml of 0.01 M CaClz/g soil). Based on
the high & and& values, ciprofloxacin tightly binds to soils and is immobile (Bayer
Report No. 106556).
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Soil Type; Soil Series; and Source

Silt Loam; Clay Loam; Sandy Loam; Loam;
Drummer; Bearden; Tifton; Morley;

Parameter Champaign, IL Casselto~ ND Meigs, GA Allen Co., IN

pH 6.2 7.7 5.5 5.5
Organic Carbon (’%0) 1.9 1.7 1.3 1.1
Organic Matter (’XO) 3.3 3.0 2.2 2.0

Cation Exchange
Capacity (meq/100g) 24.5 29.6 4.5 8.0

Sand/Silt/Clay (%) 23/51/26 27/3 1/42 70/12/18 36/24/40
Adsorption (’%o) 99.5 99.3 99.4 98.7
Resorption (VO) 0.27 0.36 0.33 0.62

918 601 544 1479

2. 48341 35342 41841 134465

The adsorptiotidesorption behavior of ciprofloxacin on cattle feces was also evaluated.
The results are presented in the following table.

Cattle Manure

Parameter I Value

. . 1

Cation Exchange

%%%?H%=
“K~ ‘ ‘

1
399

Kc 1062 I

The sorption of ciprofloxacin to cattle manure was up to 84%. The percent resorption
from the manure of the adsorbed ciprofloxacin was up to 24% (Bayer Report No.
106557). This study demonstrates that ciprofloxacin also binds relatively tightly to cattle
feces. However, whatever residues desorb from feces, or residues in the urine, will bind
tightly and nearly irreversibly to soil upon contact with soil.

—

J:users\linda\enviroas\gggeaOO1.doc page 16 of 120 2/29196



—

—

Aerobic biodegradation of ciprofloxacin in soil was tested in three soils types. The
results indicated that degradation in soil was slow. As minimal degradation occurred
over the 65day study period, half-lives of ciprofloxacin in the three soil types were not
calculated (Bayer Report No. 106561).

The physical and chemical properties of emofloxacin and ciprofloxacin are very similar.
Moreover, the environmental fate of enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin in and on soil,
manure, and water are also similar. Although there are differences in actual values, the
practical differences are not significant. For example, the l& values for enrofloxacin
range from 74,635 to 355,941 for enrofloxacin compared to& values of 35,342 to
134,465 for ciprofloxacin on the same soils. Although the enrofloxacin & values are
higher by a factor of 2 to 3, this difference isn’t of practical significance when any
compound with a KC value greater than 1000 is considered immobile, and the &C values
for both compounds exceed the & classification of 1000 by a minimum of 35 times.

These data indicate that ciprofloxacin will behave very similar to enrofloxacin in the
environment.

7.1 Atmospheric Environment
Enrofloxacin is not expected to enter the atmospheric environment. The drug and its
major metabolize, ciprofloxacin, tightly bind to excreta and soil. In addition, both
enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin have very low vapor pressures (< 10’7 mm Hg). A
possible route of entry into the atmospheric environment is via fugitive dusts from
manure stock piles (only if very dry) or during application of manure to agricultural fields
(once a year). However, only a small fraction of airborne particulate are respirable. The
inhalable fraction of suspended particulate are those particles <10 pm in diameter
(USEPA, 1988). Also, as discussed later in this assessment, the relative toxicity of
enrofloxacin is very low to animal life. The very small quantities of enrofloxacin from
fugitive dusts will not pose a toxic hazard. Therefore, respirable figitive dusts containing
enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin are not likely to be generated in sufficient quantities to be
of concern.

7.2 Aquatic Environment
Theoretically, movement of enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin into aquatic systems could
occur from runoff.

Pasture Runoff
Runoff from pastures is not expected to contribute significant amounts of drug residues
from manure to aquatic environments based on current practices of treating animals in
pasture settings. Sick animals are taken from the pasture and placed in a hospital pen for
a 3- to 5-day treatment period and then released. In a typical 50-head cow-calf operation
with a BRD morbidity rate of 5 percent (Perino, 1992), approximately two to three
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animals would be treated. The amount of manure excreted by three animals in a 100- to
300-acre pasture is not significant as determined by:

(3 head) x (6.6 Ibs dry manure/day/head) x (5 days) = 99 lbs manure (45 kg)

This manure would then be spread out over the pasture (100-to 300-acres in this
example).

Feedlot Runoff
Because enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin bind so tightly to manure and particularly to soil,
runoff under any conditions is unlikely. Moreover, with feedlots runoff catchrnent
lagoons are mandatory as required by USEPA National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System. These retention systems are designed to prevent a discharge to aquatic systems
from feedlot runoff. Therefore, feedlots present little potential for exposure to aquatic
systems.

Amended Cropland Runoff
There is a somewhat greater possibility of runoff from agricultural fields amended with
manure horn treated animals. Runoff from agricultural fields is tiected by many factors
which are quantitatively difficult to evaluate. These factors include location of receiving
bodies of water, slope steepness and complexity, soil and weather conditions, soil type,
and buffer strips.

For the purposes of this environmental assessment, a worst-case scenario was used to
determine the expected environmental concentration (EEC) of drug residues in water
from cropland runoff (USEPA, 1995b). In the scenario, the EEC,ym, is calculated using

the Generic Expected Environmental Concentration model (GENEEC). This computer-
based model utilizes basic chemical parameters (volubility, photolysis, hydrolysis,&,
and soil degradation) combined with application rate and method of soil incorporation to
determine the EEC. The model considers the reduction in dissolved drug residues due to
adsorption to soil or sediment, incorporation depth, degradation in soil before washoff to
a water body, and degradation of the residues within the water body. The model assumes
that the runoff Ilom a 10 hectare (24.7 acre) field is entering a 1 hectare (2.47 acre) by
2 meter (6.56 feet) deep pond.

Prior to running the model using the input parameters and assumptions for cattle feedlot
operations, a sensitivity analysis was conducted, A set of “standard” parameters was
used, and one parameter was varied at a time to see the effect that parameter had on the
final maximum EEC value. The parameters that were varied were soil &C , photolysis,
application rate, soil half-life, and aqueous volubility. Without question, the application
rate has the greatest effect on the maximum EEC. The parameter with the second greatest
effect was soil li&. The other parameters have more of an influence on the “die-away” of
a chemical in the pond rather than the instantaneous maximum concentration.
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— The range of expected concentrations of drug residues in an acre of amended cropland
soils can be calculated as follows:

Low application rate = 9,072 kg manure/acre (1Otons/acre)
High application rate = 27,216 kg manure/acre (30 tons/acre)
Residues in manure at 6’% morbidity rate = 0.37 mg ai/kg manure
Residues in manure at 12% morbidity rate= 0.74 mg a.i/kg manure

Lower bound:
(0.37 mg ai/kg manure) x (9,072 kg manure/acre) = 3,357 mg total residues/acre

= 0.007 Ibs total residues/acre

Upper Bound:
(0.74 mg aikg manure) x (27,216 kg manure/acre) = 20,140 mg totil residues/acre

= 0.044 Ibs total residues/acre

The range of enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin residues applied per acre can be calculated
based on the percentages excreted (28?40for enrofloxacin, 52% for ciprofloxacin):

(0.007 lbs total residues/acre) x (0.28 enrofloxacin) = 0.002 lbs enrofloxacin/acre

(0.044 lbs total residues/acre) x (0.28 enrofloxacin) = 0.012 lbs enrofloxacin/acre

(0.007 lbs total residues/acre) x (0.52 ciprofloxacin) = 0.004 Ibs ciprofloxacin/acre

(0.044 Ibs total residues) x (0.52 ciprofloxacin) = 0.023 lbs ciprofloxacidacre

Based on actual land amendment practices, only one application of manure was assumed
for a given field per year. The soil& value for enrofloxacin ranges from 74,635 to
355,941 depending on soil type (Bayer Report No. 106555). The soil& value for
ciprofloxacin ranges from 35,342 to 134,465 depending on soil type (Bayer Report No.
106556). The aerobic soil/manure half-life for enrofloxacin ranges from 468 to 696 days
(Bayer Report No. 106560). A half-life in soil for ciprofloxacin could not be calculated
(Bayer Report No. 106561), but could be graphically estimated at 727 days for the
purposes of using the GENEEC model. Neither enrofloxacin nor ciprofloxacin readily
undergo hydrolytic degradation (Bayer Report Nos. 106423 and 106430). Since neither
volubility nor photolysis affect the instantaneous maximum EEC (based on sensitivity
analysis), the volubility and photolysis values at pH 7 were used for both enrofloxacin
and ciprofloxacin. The model assumes that a rain event occurs immediately after
application (O days) which represents worst case conditions.
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7.3

To summarize, the range of input parameters for the GENEEC model are:

Enrofloxacin Ciprofloxacin

Parameter Low Value High Value Low Value High Value

Application Rate (lbs/acre) 0.002 0.012 0.004 0.023
Soil & 355941 74635 134465 35342
Volubility at pH 7 @pm) 250 250 59.1 59.1
Soil incorporation (inches) 6 6 6 6
Soil half-life (days) 359 696 727 727
Days until rainfaIl o 0 0 0
Hydrolysis o 0 0 0
Photolysis at pH 7 (days) 0.00236 0.00236 0.00062 0.00062
Aquatic metabolism o 0 0 0

Based on these assumptions the range of instantaneous maximum EEC’S were calculated
to be:

EECW~t~~for enrofloxacin = 0.00000025 ppm to 0.0000025 ppm

EECW,~t~~for ciprofloxacin = 0.00000070 ppm to 0.0000056 ppm

Environmental Processes
The G~TEC model utilizes environmental fate data to determine die-away of the
compounds in water in addition to the instantaneous maximum concentration (time= O)
previously described. Based on its rapid photodegradation and tendency to partition into
sediments, enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin concentrations in water are predicted by the
model to be reduced by 70 to 75 percent 4 days after a runoff event. For example, the
ranges for 4-day EECW~tc,are predicted to be:

4-day EECWa,, for enrofloxacin = 0.000000006 ppm to 0.000000064 ppm

4-day EECWm. for ciprofloxacin = 0.00000017 ppm to 0.00000139 ppm

This would reduce the already low exposure potential to aquatic life to even lower levels
in a relatively short time period.

Terrestrial Environment
Pasture Ch3erations
The terrestrial environment is not expected to receive enrofloxacin drug residues in any
significant quantities from cow-calf pasture operations. The animals treated will be
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scattered over wide areas of grazing land, and the manure from these cattle will be so
widespread that drug residues will be localized to the immediate location of the manure.

Feedlot @e rations
Feedlots are non-natural settings and are, therefore, depauperate in flora and fauna.
However, some inquiline species, such as mice, voles, starlings, cowbirds, house
sparrows, magpies, and blackbirds may be found in and around feedlots. Because there is
no suitable habitat for wildlife in a feedlot, no terrestrial exposures are expected on
feedlot grounds.

The feedlot profile usually contains a compacted interracial layer of manure and soil that
provides a biological seal that reduces water itilltration rate (ASAE, 1992). This zone of
low infiltration restricts the leaching of drug residues into groundwater. Feedlot
managers maintain this impermeable layer by carefilly removing manure during cleaning
operations. In addition, research has shown that runoff lagoons are partially self-sealing
due to clogging of soil pores by bacterial cells and organic matter, thereby reducing the
opportunity for drug residues leaching into groundwater (ASAE, 1992). In addition to
these general precautions for any chemical, as described previously, enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin residues is reduced even Her by very strong sorption to soil and manure
and are classified as immobile.

Amended CroPkmds
The greatest exposure of enrofloxacin drug residues will be through application of
manure from treated cattle to cropland. The exposure will be limited to those species
being planted in the amended fields and to flora and fauna in fringe areas (e.g., hedge
rows, buffer strips) that may receive runoff or direct application of manure inadvertently.

Manure application rates depend on many factors including manure analysis, physical and
chemical soil characteristics, type of crop, yield goal, soil drainage, climate, groundwater
depth and geology (ASAE, 1992). For the purposes of this environmental assessment,
the lower and upper bounds of a range of application rates (10 tons dry manure/acre and
30 tons dry manure/acre) are used to estimate soil concentrations of drug residues.

Manure is typically incorporated into the top 6 inches of soil by plowing. The mass of
the top 6 inches of soil is determined by bulk density. The bulk density of a typical
agricultural silt loam is 1.5 g/cm3 . From this, the mass can be determined by:

(4,046.9 mz /acre) x (O. 1524 m/6 inches) x (IxI06 cm3/m3) x (1.5 glcm3) x (1 kg/1000g) =
925,121 kg/acre-6 inches.

Therefore, the expected environmental concentration (EEC) of totals drug residues in soil
are calculated as follows:

..-.
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At 6V0 morbidity and 10 tons/acre (9,072 kg/acre) application rate:

EEC~oil = (0.37 m~ aillw manure) x (9,072 kg manure/acre) = 0.004 mg residues/kg soil
925,121 kg soil/acre

At 12V0 morbidity and 30 tons/acre (27,216 kg/acre) application rate:

EEC~oi] = (0.74 m~ aik manure) x (27.216 kg manure/acre} = 0.022 mg residuedkg soil
925,121 kg soil/acre

The two main compounds of interest that are excreted in cattle feces and urine are
enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin. These have been shown to be excreted as 28 percent
enrofloxacin and 52 percent ciprofloxacin (Bayer Report No. 106564). Therefore, the
total drug residues in soil can be converted into enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin
concentrations based on these percentages.

At 6V0morbidity and 10 tons/acre:

(0.004 mg total residues) x (0.28 enrofloxacin) = 0.001 mg enrofloxacin/kg soil

(0.004 mg total residues) x (0.52 ciprofloxacin) = 0.002 mg ciprofloxacin/kg soil

At 12’?40morbidity and 30 tons/acre:

(0.022 mg total residues) x (0.28 enrofloxacin) = 0.006 mg enrofloxacin/kg soil

(0.022 mg total residues) x (0.52 ciprofloxacin) = 0.011 mg ciprofloxacin/kg

Environmental Processes
As discussed previously, based on their extremely high& values, enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin are strongly sorbed to particulate which decreases bioavailability and
mobility. USFDA (1987) has stated that compounds having a log IQ greater than 3,

soil

such
as enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin, are considered tightly bound to organic matter in soil
and are considered immobile. These compounds do not readily degrade in soil; however,
there is evidence that several groups of fungi can significantly degrade enrofloxacin
(Bayer Report No. 106772).

8.0 Environmental Effects of Released Substances
The effects of enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin on many organisms have been evaluated in
many TAD and TAD derived studies, and the results of these studies are summarized
below in each of the appropriate sections. In addition, the results of the effects studies are
compared with the estimated environmental concentrations to characterize possible risk.
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Risk characterization is the process of estimating the nature and likelihood of effects by
combining exposure estimates with the effects observed from toxicity studies. A well
accepted method for describing potential risk to flora and fauna Ilom environmental
exposure to a compound is the Toxicity Exposure Ratio or Risk Quotient (&t.rnthouse et
al., 1986). This is simply the division of some toxicological benchmark by the estimated
environmental concentration. If the quotient is less than one (NOEC/EEC, LC5@EC,
etc.) then a toxic effect is expected to occur.

In the case of enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin, the Risk Quotient describes how many
times lower the EEC is compared to the no observed effect level for a given study and
test species. The no observed effect concentration (NOEC) was chosen as the
toxicological benchmark as it is a much more conservative value compared to the median
lethal concentration (LC50). For example, there were no observable sublethal effects at
concentrations at or below 18.6 ppm in the enrofloxacin acute bluegill study. The range
of the Risk Quotients was calculated to be 7,440,000 to 74,000,000. This means that the
estimated concentration of enrofloxacin in water is 7.4 to 74 million times lower than the
lowest concentration of enrofloxacin that affects bluegill. Thus, there is little likelihood
that enrofloxacin used to treat cattle entering the aquatic environment would adversely
affect bluegill.

8.1 Aquatic Organisms
Although it is not likely that enrofloxacin residues will reach water bodies due to its
manufacture antior end use, several aquatic toxicity studies were conducted according to
guidelines set forth in CVM’S Technical Assistance Documents. Studies were conducted
with enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin for the fish, bluegill and rainbow trout; the waterflea,
Daphia; the amphipod, Hyalella; the green alga, Selenastrwn; and the blue-green alga,
Microcy.wi.s. Summaries of these studies are presented in Appendix 3. The results (LC~O
and NOEC values) are presented in the table below. Using the EECW,t~, estimates
previously discussed in Section 7.2 of this document, risk quotients for enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin are reported below.

Bayer
LC~O NOEC Report EECW,ti,Range

Species Compound (ppm) (ppm) No, @pm) Risk QuotientRange
Bluegill Enro 79.5 18.6 74507 0.00000025-0.0000025 7,440,000-74,000,000
Trout Enro >196 33.5 74501 0.00000025-0.0000025 13,400,000-134,000,000
Daphnia Enro 79.9 23.0 106595 0.00000025-0.0000025 9,200,000-92,000,000
Daphnia Enro

(chronic) WA 9.80 106790 0.00000025-0.0000025 3,920,000-39,200,000
Hya[eIIa Enro >206 <12.7 106788 0.00000025-0.0000025 <5,080,000
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Bayer
LC50 NOEC Report EECwmRange

Species Compound @pm) @pm) No. (ppm) Risk Quotient Range
Bluegill Cipro > g.&j ~ 9.85 106791 0.00000070-0.0000056 ~ 1,758,928
Trout Cipro >9.4 ~ 9.4 106775 0.00000070-0.0000056 ~ l,G7&571
Daphnia Cipro >9.90 ~ 9.90 106596 0.00000070-0.0000056 ~ 1,767,857
Hyalella Cipro >10.2 2.24 106783 0.00000070-0.0000056 400,000-3,200,000

Clearly, these data and Risk Quotient values indicate that there will be insignificant risk
to the two of the trophic levels tested (fish and invertebrates). The effects of enrofloxacin
and ciprofloxacin on the growth of Selenastrwn and Microcy.sti.swere also evaluated,
(Bayer Report Nos. 106657, 106940, 10633, and 106627). Risk Quotients could not be
determined for Selenastrum or Microcystis since there was substantial degradation of the
test compound over the course of the testing period and a definitive NOEC could not be
determined. The degradation observed was very likely due to aqueous photolysis,
however, photodegradation is an unavoidable artifact of the experimental design for
conducting algae toxicity tests. Algae testing requires a strong and almost constant light
source in order for the algae to grow and it is not possible to conduct these tests under
low light conditions in order to avoid photodegradation. Although Risk Quotients could
not be calculated, the studies did show that these two species are more sensitive to
enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin than other aquatic life. This is not unexpected for
Microcy.stis since this species is a prokaryote and ve~ bacteria-like which would make it
more sensitive to an antibiotic.

In the natural environment, aqueous photolysis and compartmental partitioning will
reduce the concentration in the water will be reduced, by up to 75°/0 in four days, as
estimated by the GENEEC model. Populations of blue-green algae, such as Microcysfis,
would not be exposed to the predicted maximum concentration for very long which
would allow for recovery. From an ecological perspective, the trophic level in which
blue-green algae reside contain many, many more groups of algae including green algae,
such as Selenastrum, which have been shown to be very insensitive to enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin. Even if a slight, temporary decline in blue-green algal populations were to
occur, the fiction of the ecosystem at the algal trophic level would not change as the
insensitive species would still be present in a primary producer role.

With regard to possible bioaccurmdation in aquatic organisms, the n-octanol/water
partition coefllcient (&W) is an indication of the lipid volubility and membrane
permeability of a chemical, and therefore can be used to predict the likelihood of the
chemical to bioaccumulate in biota. According to USFDA (1 987), chemicals with&W
values less than 10, such as enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin, are not expected to undergo
significant bioconcentration,
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ciprofloxacin in aquatic organisms can be further estimated from the &W using the
following regression equation (Clark et al., 1990):

Log BCF (biocmncentration factor) = 0.76(log &W) -0.23

Using this equation and the highest log I& for enrofloxacin (0.49 at pH 7) and
ciprofloxacin (-0.78 at pH 7), the predicted BCFS are approximately 1.38 and 0.150,
respectively. This indicates that both enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin have a low
propensity to bioconcentrate since bioconcentration is not observed unless BCFS are
several orders of magnitude higher (Clark et al., 1990). This is also empirically
supported by tissue residue studies which showed that the depletion of [14C] residues
from the liver, kidneys, muscle, fat injection sites, and other tissues of cattle treated with
14C-enrofloxacin was biphasic and very rapid (Bayer Repoti No. 106579).

Based on the exposure estimates and toxicity data, enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin
entering an aquatic environment from runoff from agricultural fields amended with
manure containing these drug residues are not expected to have any effects on aquatic
organisms.

8.2 Terrestrial Organisms
The exposure of terrestrial organisms to drug residues is only expected to occur from
contact with soil/manure containing enrofloxacin in cropkmd soils amended with manure.
The main route of entry for drug residues in terrestrial vertebrate and invertebrate species
is through ingestion of manure and/or amended soils containing drug residues. Derrnal
exposure is considered a negligible route of entry since enrofloxacin and its metabolizes
do not exhibit strong lipophilicity that would allow significant derrnal absorption of drug
residues into an organism. For example, the dermal LD50 and NOEC for enrofloxacin
were greater than 2,000 ppm for albino rabbits (Bayer Report No. 73606). Likewise,
inhalation is considered a minor route of entry since enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin are
not volatile, and fhgitive dusts containing drug residues are not expected to occur in
sufficient quantities and for sufficient duration as represent a significant exposure. The
inhalation LC~Ofor white rats exposed to enrofloxacin was greater than 3547 mg/m3
(Bayer Report No. 73466).

For estimation purposes, enrofloxacin mammalian toxicity data can be used to
approximate possible risk from ciprofloxacin exposure. As enrofloxacin is generally
more toxic than ciprofloxacin, the use of enrofloxacin toxicity data is more conservative
and protective when determining risk to terrestrial mammals.

Several toxicological studies were conducted on terrestrial species including mice, rats,
rabbits, earthworms, six species of crops, fi.mgi, and bacteria. Summaries of these studies
are presented in Appendix 3.

_——._
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~. 8.2.1 Mammals
The results horn mammalian toxicity tests and calculated Risk Quotient Ranges
using soil EEC values are presented in the tables below.

OralLD~O Bayer EEC,OilRange Risk
Species Compound (mg/kg) ReportNo. (mglkg) QuotientRange

Mouse (male) Enro >5,000 73075 0.001-0.006 > 80(j,450°
Mouse (female) Enro 4,336 73075 0.001-0.006 699,350-4,336,000

Rat (male) Enro > 5,00(3 73075 0.001-0.006 > gOfj,4so
Rat (female) Enro > 5,000 73075 0.001-0.006 >806,450

Rabbit (male/female) Enro 500-800 73075 0.001-0.006 80,640-800,000

NOEL Bayer EEC,O~Range Risk
Species Study Type Compound (m@kg) ReportNo. (mg/kg) QuotientRange

Dog Subchronic Enro 3 73775 0.001-0.006 484-3,000
Mouse Chronic Enro 323 74229 0.001-0.006 52,100-323,000
Rats Chronic Enro 5.3 74387 0.001-0.006 855-5,300
Rats Reproduction Enro 6.25 73892 0.001-0.006 1,000-6,250

Rabbit Embryotoxicity Enro 25 73705 0.001-0.006 4,030-25,000

The EEC~Oilvalues are those derived in Section 7,3 of this document. Based on
.- these soil concentrations, the amount of soil that an mammaI would need to ingest

on a daily basis to reach the chronic NOEC is a physical impossibility. For
example, the subchronic oral NOEL for dogs was based on a continuous 90-day
exposure to enrofloxacin. For a 10-kg dog to be exposed to a daily 3 mg/kg dose
via a field amended with cattle manure containing 0.062 mg enrofloxacin/kg soil,
it would have to consume daily for 90-consecutive days:

(5 rn@g body wt) x (lO-kgbody wt) x (1 kg soil/O.062mg enro)= 484 kg soil (1,067 Ibs)

Therefore, based on the exposure estimates and toxicity da~ enrofloxacin
entering a terrestrial environment via manure containing this drug residue is not
expected to have adverse effects on mammals.

8.2.2 Earthworms
Two 28-day studies (one for enrofloxacin and one for ciprofloxacin) were
conducted to determine the effects of soil-incorporated compound on the
earthworm (Lwnbricus ferrestris). Summariesof these studies (Bayer Report
Nos. 74123 and 106793) are presented in Appendix 3. The results of the studies
indicated that the NOEC for enrofloxacin, based on growth and survival, was
greater than or equal to 1000 ppm (nominal) and that the NOEC for ciprofloxacin
was greater than or equal to 1000 ppm (nominal, 885 ppm measured).
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8.2.3

Based the EEC~Oil range of 0.001 to 0.006 ppm for enrofloxacin, the resulting
Risk Quotients would be 161,290 to 1,000,000 for earthworms exposed to
enrofloxacin. Based on the 0.002 to 0.011 ppm EEC~Oilrange for ciprofloxacin,
the Risk Quotients for earthworms exposed to ciprofloxacin are 77,630 to
465,790. Therefore, no adverse effects on earthworms are expected in and around
agricultural fields amended with manure containing enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin residues,

Plants
Seed Germination and Root Elongation
Seed germination and root elongation were monitored for seeds of soybean,
lettuce, ryegrass, wheat, tomato, and cucumber exposed to solutions of
enrofloxacin in a study conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.06 (Bayer
Report No. 10666 1). The study showed that enrofloxacin concentrations ranging
from 1 to 882 ppm (1 to 1000 ppm nominal) had no effect on the germination of
the seeds of the six species, thus the no effect concentration for enrofloxacin on
seed germination was at least 882 ppm. The most sensitive species to
enrofloxacin for root growth was cucumber with a NOEC of 0.27 ppm (0.25 ppm
nominal).

The experimental design in the guideline for seed germination and root elongation
(T.sLD 4.06) requires the use of blotter paper soaked in a solution containing
enrofloxacin. This design does not represent real world conditions and it cannot
account for the strongly sorptive nature of enrofloxacin in soil. Therefore, another
seed germination and root elongation study was conducted using the same basic
techniques and procedures as in the previously described study, but substituting
soil for blotter paper (Bayer Report No. 74576). The least sorptive soil, as
determined in the soil adsorption/desorption study (Bayer Report 106555) was
used. Cucumber was chosen as the test species since it was the most sensitive
species for root elongation effects. The NOEC was determined to be 9.1 ppm for
both seed germination and root elongation. Thus, soil greatly reduced the effect
of enrofloxacin on cucumber root elongation by at least 34-foId:

TXD 4.06 root elongation NOEC = 0.27 ppm
Soil based root elongation NOEC = 9.1 ppm
(9. 1 ppm)/(0.27 ppm) = 34

L-sing the NOEC, 9,1 ppm, for the most sensitive plant species grown in the
presence of soil, and the range of EEC,Oilof 0.001 to 0.006 ppm for enrofloxacin
in soil, the resulting Risk Quotient Range would be 1,470 to 9,100.

Likewise, a seed germination and root elongation study was conducted for the
metabolize, ciprofloxacin, using the same six plant species (Bayer Report
h-o. 1069 11). The study showed that ciprofloxacin concentrations ranging from
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2.2 to 900 ppm (2 to 1000 ppm nominal) had no effect on the germination of the
seeds of the six species, thus the no effect concentration for ciprofloxacin on seed
germination was at least 900 ppm. The species most sensitive to ciprofloxacin
effects on root elongation was lettuce with a NOEC of 0.54 ppm (0.50 ppm
nominal).

A seed germination and root elongation study for ciprofloxacin in the presence of
soil was not conducted since ciprofloxacin, like enrofloxacin, binds so tightly to
soil that it was not likely to be bioavailable under these soil conditions. Assuming
that the phytotoxicity on root elongation is reduced by 34-fold as occurred with
enrofloxacin (discussed above) since ciprofloxacin, like enrofloxacin, binds so
tightly to soil, the Risk Quotient Range can be calculated as.

(0.54 ppm x 34)/0.01 1 = 1,669

(0.54 ppm x 34)/0.002 = 9,180

Seedling Growth
The effect of enrofloxacin on seedling growth was evaluated according to TAD
Guideline 4.07 using the same species tested under the seed germination and root
elongation guideline studies (Bayer Report No. 74583). The most sensitive
species tested was wheat with a NOEC <0.13 ppm. Ciprofloxacin was not tested
for effects on seedling growth since it has historically demonstrated less toxicity
than enrofloxacin for many other species, and consequently, the enrofloxacin
values can be used to conservatively estimate ciprofloxacin toxicity.

To provide more realistic data, a seed germination and root elongation study in
soil was conducted to more accurately assess the toxicity that might occur under
field conditions (Bayer Report No. 745 11). This study clearly showed a
substantial decrease in toxicity of enrofloxacin in the presence of soil. Since the
seed germination and root elongation study showed such a dramatic decrease in
toxicity, a seedling growth study in soil was also conducted. The species tested
were wheat, the most sensitive species identified in the seedling growth study
conducted in sand, and tomato, a representative dicot. Both enrofloxacin and
ciprofloxacin were tested. The more sensitive species tested to enrofloxacin under
soil testing conditions was wheat with a NOEC of 4.7 ppm. Tomato and wheat
exposed to soil treated with ciprofloxacin were equally sensitive with a NOEC of
greater than or equal to 49 ppm.

The summaries for these studies are presented in Appendix 3. The results for the
most sensitive species are shown in the table below along with the EEC ranges
and, for risk characterization purposes, the calculated Risk Quotient Range.
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Study NOEC Bayer Report EEC~oil Range Risk Quotient
Species Compound Type (ppm) No. (ppm) Range

Cucumber Enro Seed germination 2882 106661 0.001-0.006 >142,250
Cucumber Enro Root elongation 0.27 106661 0.001-0.006 44-270
Cucumber Enro Seed germ (soil) 9.1 745’76 0001 -n fln6 147n-olnn

Cucumber ENO Root elongation 9.1 I 74576 I 0.001-0.006 1– 1,4~-~1
-.-, ----- , -. ---., .-., e,. ., ,”.. .“v,

(soil)
Wheat Enro Seedling growth <().13 74583 0.001-0.006 <21

Tomato Enro Seedling growth 9.5 74511 0.001-0.006 1,530-9,500
(soil)

Wheat Enro Seedling growth 4.7 74511 0.001-0.006 760-4,700
(soil)

Lettuce Cipro Seed germination >900 106911 0.002-0.011 z 78,950
Lettuce Cipro Root elongation 0.54 106911 0.002-0.011 47-280
Tomato Cipro Seedling growth ~ 49 74511 0.002-0.011 >25,780

(soil)
Wheat Cipro Seedling growth ~ 49 74511 0.002-0.011 >25,780

(soil)

8.2.4

Soil had a dramatic effect on decreasing the NOECS of terrestrial plants.
Therefore, based on the exposure estimates and toxicity data (@.rticularly that data
generated in the presence of soil), enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin entering a
terrestrial environment via manure containing these drug residues are not expected
to have adverse effects on plants.

Microorganisms
Microbial growth inhibition studies were conducted for enrofloxacin (Bayer
Report No. 106599), and its major metabolize, ciprofloxacin (Bayer Report
No. 106750), using seven representative soil species. The organisms tested
included three bacterial species (Pseudmnonas aeruginosa, Arthrobacter
picolinophilus, Azotobacter vineIandii),a blue-green alga (Anabaena@os-aquae),
and three fimgal species (Aspergillus clavatus, Penicillium canescens,
Trichoderma hamatum). The summaries for these studies are presented in
Appendix 3. The results are shown in the table below along with the EEC ranges
(calculated in Section 7.3 of this document) and, for risk characterization
purposes, the calculated Risk Quotient Range.

_—_—
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Pseudomonas Cipro 10 1 1 106750 (111
Arthrobacter Enro 12.5 1.3 10659
Arthrobacter Cipro 10 1
Azotobacter Enro 1.3 <1.3 I 106599 I o nhl . n imi I <71n I

i I
NUJ2L Dayer BEU~ilKange lUsKQuotient

S~ecies Campound by:) @pm) ReportNo. @pm) Range

I I’seudomoruzs I Enro 12.5 1.3 106599 0.001-0.006 209-1,300
..J02 -0.011 88-530

1 .-.99 I 0.001-0.006 209-1,300
106750 0.002-0.011 88-530

I Anabaena I Enro I 12.5 I 1.3 I 106599– ] Onnl. c

Anabaena Ciwo 10 1 10

t

1 1 [ I ------ ---- -“. ”

Azotobacter I Cipro 1 <1 106750 0.002-0.011 <90
..”-. J.006 209-1,300

-16750\ . I 0.002-0.011, 88-530
Asuerc?il[uf I Enm I > ?m ~ 25o 106599 0.001-0.006 ~ 250,000
Aspergillus I Cipro I > 60 I ~ 60 106750 0.002-0.011 ~31,580

~ 250 106599, 0.001-0.006 ~ 250,i)O0
t Penicillium I Cirmo I > (5(-) > m 1.1)6750 0.002-0.011 >31.580

k ~ ~ ..– 1 ——- 1 --- 1

I Penicillium I Enro I >250 I

t
I

r.. I -- I --- I

Trichoderma Enro >2550 I :250 I 106599 0.001-0.006 ~–250joi3,
t

Trichoderma Cipro > 60 ~ 60 106750 0.002-0.011 ~ 31,580

An additional, non-guideline study was conducted using the two most sensitive
species (A-flv-obac~er, xizo~obacter) to determine the bioavailability of soil-bound
enrofloxacin residues to microorganisms (Bayer Report No. 107124). The results
of this study showed that the strong adsorption of enrofloxacin to a soil/manure
matrix made it unavailable to microorganisms. No inhibitory effects were
observed up to the highest concentration tested (500 mg a.i./kg soil). Therefore,
under conditions which microorganisms will be exposed in the environment, the
NTOEC to EEC~Oil ratio wouldbe283,333.

Based on the exposure estimates and toxicity data, enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin
entering a terrestrial environment via manure containing these drug residues are
not expected to have adverse effects on microorganisms.

Bacterial Resistance Development
Development of antibiotic resistance by bacteria has relevance to human and
animal health. Although enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin bind tightly to soil and
that soil-bound enrofloxacin was clearly shown to be almost completely non-
bioavailable, the possibility exists for residues in soil to select for resistant
organisms. The Center for Veterinary Medicine has determined that resistance
development is not considered to have potential for significant impacts on
ecological process, and accordingly, it is more appropriate to consider this issue
under the FD&C Act.

8.3 Human Exposure
Several toxicity studies were conducted to assess the acute, subchronic, and chronic
effects in mammals.
results are presented
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Species Study Type LD50 Bayer Report
No.

Rat (male & female) Acute oral > 5,()()0 73075
Mouse (male) Acute oral > 5,()()() 73075

Mouse (female) Acute oral 4,336 73075
Rabbit (male & Acute oral 500 to 800 73075

female)

Species Study Type NOEL Bayer Report
No.

Rat Subchronic oral 40 mg/kg 73194
Dog Subchronic oral 3 mg/kg 73775
Rat Teratology oral 50 mg/kg 73159

Rabbit Teratology oral 25 mg/kg 73705
Rat Reproduction 165 mg/kg 73314

Mouse Chronic 323 mg/kg 74229
Rat (male) Chronic 5.3 mgfkg 74387

Rat (female) Chronic 7.2 mg/kg 74387

Bayer Report
Species Study Type Results No.
Mouse Carcinogenicity No carcinogenic 74229

effect up to
10000 ppm

Rat Carcinogenicity No carcinogenic 74230
effect up to
6000 ppm

During manufacturing, engineering controls and industrial hygiene precautions will be
utilized to effectively minimize exposure to workers. The controls will be in compliance
with regulations set forth by the Occupational Safety and Health Commission (OSHA).
Based on these protective measures and the mammalian toxicity dam workers producing
and formulating enrofloxacin will not be adversely affected by the proposed action.

The label for the BAYTRIL@ 100 Injectable Solution will instruct users that this product
is not for human use and should be kept out of the reach of children. The label will
fiu-ther instruct users to avoid letting the formulation contact their eyes. Spillage of the

___ product onto the skin is not a practical health concern since it is neither dermally toxic
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(LD50 >2000 mglkg, the highest level tested) nor is it a dermal irritant or sensitizer. The
potential for parenteral toxicity from inadvertent self-injection is minimal as the oral
LD~Ois in the range of 5000 mg/kg and the intravenous LD50 is approximately 220
mg/kg. To simulate the intravenous LD~O,a 60 kg human would require an injection
greater than 120 ml. Based on the magnitude of the toxicity wdues and the fact that the
drug is in a liquid formulation, users of the product will not be adversely affected by the
proposed action.

8.4 Uncertainty Analysis

There is uncertainty associated with any estimate of environmental exposure and the
effects this exposure may have on environmental receptors. Uncertainty analysis
identifies the uncertainty fi-om each phase of the risk assessment process and provides an
evaluation of the impact of the uncertainties on the overall assessment.

The two phases in this risk assessment are toxicity evaluation and risk characterization.
The uncertainty associated with toxicity evaluation primarily lies with the inability to test
all species and/or all life-stages of an organism under natural conditions. However, the
species chosen for toxicity evaluation represent broad classes of organisms that are of
economic, recreational, or ecological importance. In addition, the test methodologies
generall}- represent worst case conditions. For example, fish were exposed to a constant
concentration of the test article for 96-hours in clean laboratory water. In the
environmen~ fish would be exposed to a pulsed dose that may only last for a few hours
and the compound would be subjected to many processes which would reduce exposure
(photolysis, adsorption, etc.). This adds conservatism to the toxicity estimates.

The uncertainty associated with risk characterization is the estimation of exposure levels.
It is not possible to obtain field estimates of exposure to pre-appro~~ed drugs, so estimates
are made using basic algorithms and validated mathematical models. However, to reduce
the uncertainty associated with the estimated soil and water concentrations, the “worst
case” scenario is addressed so that the estimates are very conservative. For example,
every herd will not be treated with enrofloxacin. Also, the Risk Quotients were
calculated using no observed effect concentrations (NOECS) even for acute studies which
are much lower than the median effect concentration (LC50 or EC50). This produces a
more conservative estimate of risk.

The increased consematism of estimates and assumptions reduce the uncertainty
associated with toxicity evaluation and risk characterization, Therefore, the use of
enrofloxacin to treat cattle is not expected to result in any adverse environmental impact.

9.0 Use of Resources and Energy
Production and formulation of enrofloxacin will occur at facilities already producing and
formulating enrofloxacin for use in cats and dogs. The operations for the production and
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—.- -. formulation of the BAYTRIL@ 100 Injectable Solution are not expected to use unusual
amounts of energy and resources.

10.0 Mitigation Measures
The proposed action is not expected to have any adverse impact on the environment.
Adherence to state and federal guidelines, process engineering controls, personal safety
equipment, and standard industrial hygiene practices will be effective in minimizing
exposure to enrofloxacin in production and formulation facilities.

11.0 Alternatives to the Proposed Action
The only alternative to the proposed action is one of no action. This alternative is not
being considered since resources and facilities are being used efficiently to produce a
product with no expected adverse effects on or the environment. A no-action alternative
would result in the deprivation of a beneficial drug to the cattle industry.

12.0 List of Preparers
The following personnel of Bayer Corporation, Agriculture Division, Animal Health were
responsible for the preparation of this environmental assessment:

&&&
Scientific and Regulatory Specialist
Research and Development

$jjzq,%ti.,,.
F. ~. McNamara, M.S.
Manager, Biochemistry and
Pesticide Registrations
Research and Development
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13.0

14.0

.

.-

Certification of Authenticity
The undersigned official certifies that the information presented in this environmental
assessment is true, accurate, and complete to the best of his knowledge.

/+Ji2kp.
~ad@@c

J. I@. Phillip
Vice-President,
Research and Development
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MATERIALWHY ,-..
BAYERCORPORATION
AGRICULmE DIVISION

.,

12707 West 63rd
Shaunee Mission, KS 66216-1846

TRANSPORTATIONEHERGENCY NON-TRANSPORTATION
CALL CHEHTREC: 800-424-9300 BAYEREHERGENCYPHONE...: (800) 422-9874
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 202-483-7616 BAYER INFORIUTION PliONE,: (913) 631-4800
------------------------ ------------------------ -------—--- ----------—--- —-

1. PRODUCTIDENTIFICATION:
------------------------ ---------------- ----z.----- -------------- ----------e---

PRODUCTNAM. . . . . . . . . Enrofloxaci~
PRODUCTCODE. . . . . . . . . 68-0490-00
CHElflCAL FAXILY, . . . . . Antimicrobial - Quinoline Compound
CHEMICALNAME. . . . . . . . l-cyclopropyl-7-(4-ethyl-l-piperazinyl)

-6-fluoro-1,4-~ihydro-4-oXO-3-quinol ine carboxylic acid
SYNONYM. . . . . . .* ● . ..: Baytril, Bay VP 2674
FORHULA. , . . . . . . . . . . .: C19 H22 F N3 03

------------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -------

11. HAZARDOUSINGREDIENTS:
------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -----

INGREDIENT NAXE
/CAs NUMBER EXPOSURE LINITS CONCENTRATION(%)

------ ------ ------ ------ ------- ---_-- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ---__ ------

Enrofloxacin
93106-60-6 OSHA : Not Established % Not Noted

ACGIH: Not Established

------ ------ ------ ------ -------- ------ ------ ------ ------ ______ ------ ------ -----

111. PHYSICAL PROPERTIES:
----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ------ ----- ----- ----- _____ ----- ----- ------ -_

PHYSICAL FORH. . . . . . . . . . . . . . Solid
APPEARANCE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Crystalline
COLOR. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Pale yellow to yellow
ODOR. . . . ● ** . . . . . .0 , . . ,. . ..: Not established
ODOR THRESHOLD. . . ● . . ● , . . . . : Not established
PIOLECULARWEIGHT. . . . . . . . . . . 359.4
pH . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6.5 - 7.5 (1 g in 100 mL H20)
BOILING POINT. . . . . . ● . . . . . .: Not applicable
HELTING/FREEZING POINT. . . . . 222-226 C / Not applicable
SOLUBILITY lN HATER . . . . . . . < 0.01 g/100 mL @ 20 C
SPECIFIC GRAVITY . . . . . . . . . . Not applicable
BULK DENSITY● . . . . . ● .,. . . . . : Not established
VAPOR PRESSURE . . . . . . . . . . . . Not applicable

Product Code: 68-0490-00 HSDS Page 1
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--------- ----------------------------------------------------------- —-

Iv. FIRE AND EXPLOSION DATA:
------------------------- -------------------------- -----------—-- ---------= --

-—a

FLASH POINT● ***....**., . .*......: Not established
EXTINGUISHING HEDIA. . . . . . . . . . . . . . Water: Carbon Dioxide; Foam
SPECIAL FIRE FIGHTING PROCEDURES: Hay release toxic gases. Fight fire from

upwind position. Wear self-contained breathing apparatus and full
protective clothing. Contain runoff to prevent entry into sewers or
waterways.

------- --------------------- ------- -------- ----------------------- -------------

v. HUHANHEALTH DATA:
---------------------- ---------------------- ----------------------------- ------

ROUTE(S) OF ENTRY. . . . . . . . Inhalation: Skin Contact; Eye contact

HUHANEFFECTS AND SYXPTOXS OF OVEREXPOSURE:
ACUTE EFFECTS OF EXPOSURE. . . . . . None known; however, animal studies have shown

that it can be irritating to the eyes.
CHRONIC EFFECTS OF EXPOSURE. ..: None known

CARCINOGENICITY. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . This product is not listed by NTP, IARC or
regulated as a carcinogen by OSHA.

KEDICAL CONDITIONS
— AGGRAVATEDBY EXPOSURE. . . . . . . None known

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -------------

:::--__---_---__-__----_--_---__-_-_----:--------------------------------------EHERGENCYAND FIRST AID PROCEDURES

FIRST AID FOR EYES. . . . . . . Hold eyelids open and flush with copious amounts of
water for 15 minutes. Call a physician if irritation develops or persists
after flushing.

FIRST AID FOR SKIN . . . . . . . In case of skin contact, remove contaminated clothing
and wash affected areas with plenty of soap and water. Get medical
attention if irritation develops or persists. If signs of intoxication
(poisoning) occur, get medical attention immediately.

FIRST AID FOR INHAMTION: Remove to fresh air or uncontaminated area. If not
breathing, give artificial respiration, preferably •outh-to~outh, Get
medical attention as soon as possible.

FIRST AID FOR INGESTION. : If ingestion is suspected, call a physician or poison
control center. Drink one or two glasses of water and induce vomiting by
touching back of throat with finger, or, if available, by administering
syrup of ipecac. If syrup of ipecac is available, administer 1
tablespoonful (15 mL) of syrup of ipecac followed by 1 to 2 glasses of
water. If vomiting does not occur within 20 minutes, repeat the dose once.
Do not induce vomiting or give anything by mouth to an unconscious person.

‘-”?roduct Code: 68-0490-00 HSDS Page 2
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VI. FIRST AID PROCEDURES(Continuod) - : ~ ~“.”’ -
-------------------------- --------- .,. .

NOT&TO PHYSICIAN. . . . . ..: Treat victim symptomatically. In caso of poisoning,
it is also r.quested that Miles Inc., Agriculture Division, Shawnee, ~, b.- ..
notified. Telephone: 800-422-9874 (working hours) or 913-268-2700
(non-working hours)

---------------------- ---” ----------------- ----------------------- -------------

VII. EXPL.OYEEPROTECTIONRECONXENDATIONS:
--------------------- --------------- ---------------------- ---------------------

EYE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS. . . . . . . . . Goggles
SKIN PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS. . . . . . . . Avoid skin contact. Wear long sleeves and

trousers to prevent dermal exposure.
HANDPROTECTION REQUIREMENTS. . . . . . . . chemical-resistant gloves
RESPIRATOR REQUIREMENTS. . . . . . . . . . . . When necessary under the conditions of

use, wear a NIOSH-approved dust/mist respirator.
VENTILATION REQUIREMENTS. . . . . . . . . . . . Control exposures through

general and local exhaust ventilation.
ADDITIONAL PROTECTIVE MEASURES. . . . . . Clean water should be ava

washing in case of eye or skin contamination. Educate and
in safe use of the product. FO11OW●ll label instructions
clothing after use. Wash thoroughly after handling.

the use of

lable for
train employees

Launder

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- ------- ------ ------ -----

VIII. REACTIVITY DATA:
-------------- ------- ------- ------- ------- --------------- -------- ------- -------

STABILITY . . . . . . .*. . . . . . . . . . : This is a stable material.
HAZARDOUSPOLYMERIZATION...: Will not occur.
INCOMPATIBILITIES . . . . . . . . ..: Not established
INSTABILITY CONDITIONS. . . . . . Not established
DECOMPOSITIONTEMPERATURE..: Not established
DECOMPOSITIONPRODUCTS. . . . . . Hay release toxic gases if heated to decomposition

------ ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----------- ----- ----- ------ -

IX. SPILL AND LEAK PROCEDURES:
------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- ------ ------------------

SPILL OR LEAK PROCEDURES. . . . . Isolate area and keep unauthorized people away.
Do not walk through spilled material. Avoid breathing dusts and skin
contact. Avoid generating dust (a fine water spray mist, plastic film
cover, or floor sweeping compound may be used if necessary). Use
recommended protective equipment while carefully sweeping up spilled
material. Place in covered container for reuse or disposal. Scrub
contaminated area with soap and water. Rinse with water. Use dry
absorbent material such as clay granules to absorb and collect wash
solution for proper disposal. Contaminated soil may have to be removed and
disposed. Do not allow
waterways .

Product Code: 68-0490-00
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1%; SPILL AND LEAK PROCEDURES(Continued)
-------------------------- --.-.--.---..----

WASTEDISPOSAL METHOD. . . . . . . . Follow container label instructions for disposal
of wastes goneratad during us. in compliance with the product label, In

.—-. other situations, bury in ●n EPA-approved landfill or burn in sn
EPA-approved incinerator. Do not reuso container.

------------------------ ------------------------- ------------------------ ------

x. SPECIAL PRECAUTIONS& STORAGEDATA:
--------------------- ----------------------- ---------------------- -------------

STORAGE TEXPERATURE(141N/NAX):Not established
SHELF LIFE ● **...*.** ..* . . . . . . Not established
SPECIAL SENSITIVITY. ..,.....: Protect from light
HANDLING/STORAGEPRECAUTIONS: Store in a COO1, dry place. DO not store near

materials intended for the use or consumption by humans.

------ ------ ------------ ------ ------ ------------------------ ------ ------ ------ -

XI. SHIPPING INFCIRKATION:
------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------------ ------- ------ ------ ------

TECHNICAL SHIPPING NAME. . . . . . . . . Not Applicable
FREIGHT CLASS BULK.. . . . . . . . . . . . . Not Applicable
FREIGHT CLASS PACKAGE. . . . . . . . . . . Drugs and Heclicines*
PRODUCTLABEL. . . ● . ,. ● ● . . . ● . . . . . : Not Noted

DQT (HH-181) (DoMESTIC SURFACE)
------ ------ ------ -------------

PROPER SHIPPING NAME. . . . . . . . . . . . Drugs and Hedicines
HAZARDCLASS OR DIVISION . . . . . . . Non-Regulated

* released to value as described in NNFC 6000

IMO / ItfDG CODE (OCEAN)
- - - -- - - - - - -- -- - ---- ----

PROPER SHIPPING NAME. . . . . . . . . . . . Not Applicable
WARD CLASS DIVISION NUMBER...: Non-Regulated

ICAO / IATA (AIR)
------ ------ -----

PROPER SHIPPING NAME. . . . . . . . . . . . Not Applicable
HAZARDCLASS DIVISION NUMBER...: Non-Regulated

------ ------ ------ ------------ ------ ---_-- ------------ ------- ------ ------ _-----

XII. ANINAL TOXICITY DATA:
------ ------ ------ ------------ ------ ------ ------------ ----_- ------ ------ -------

TOXICITY DATA FOR: Enrofloxacin Active Ingredient (Technical Drug Substance)
ACUTE TOXICITY

——.
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XII. ANIXAL TOXICITY DATA (Continued)
.--------- .--... -------------------- —-

ORAL LD50. ..*.*.***.
DERMAL LD50., . . . . . . .- ._
INHALATIONLC50 . . . . .
EYE EFFECTS. . . . . . . . .
SKIN EFFECTS. . . . . . . .
SENSITIZATION. .,...:
OTHERACUTE EFFECTS:

SUBCHRONICTOXICITY... :
CHRONIC TOXICITY. . . . . . .
CARCINOGENICITY.. . . . . . .
MUTAGENICITY. . . . . . . . . . .
DEVELOPMENTALTOXICITY:
REPRODUCTION.. . . . . . . . . .
NEUROTOXICITY . . . . . . . . .

Rat: >500(3”mg/kg
Rabbi t: >2000 rng/kg
Rat: >3547 mg/m3
Rabbit: Irritant, reversible in 7 days
Rabbit: Not a primary irritant
Guinea pig: Not a sensitizer
None
Dog : NOEL: 3 mg/k,g
Rat: NOEL: 100 ppm
Non-carcinogen
Suspect
Rabbit: NOEL: 25 mg/kg
Rat: NOEL: 10 ❑g/kg
No data ●vailable

\

------ ------ ------ ----_- ------- --------------------- ------- ------- -------------

XIII. FEDERAL REGULATORYINFORMATION:
------- -------------- ------- ------- ------- -------------- ------- ----------------

OSHA STATUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . This product is hazardous under the criteria of
the Federal OSHA Hazard Communication Standard 29
CFR 1910.1200.

TSCA STATUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . This product is exempt Erom TSCA Regulation under
Section 3 (2)(B) (Vi) when used for pharmaceutical
application.

CERCLA REPORTABLEQUANTITY..: None
SARA TITLE III:

SECTION 302 EXTREXELY
HAZARDOUSSUBSTANCES..: None

SECTION 311/312
HAZARDCATEGORIES. . . . . . Immediate Health Hazard

SECTION 313
TOXIC CHEMICALS. . . . . . . . None

RCRA STATUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . If discarded in its purchased form, this product
would not be a hazardous waste either by listing
or by characteristic. However, under RCRA, it is
the responsibility of the product user to
determine at the time of disposal, whether a
❑aterial containing the product or derived from
the product should be classified as a hazardous
waste. (40 CFR 261. 20-24)

----- ----- ------ ----- _____ ----- ------- ----------- ----- ----- _____ ----- -----------

Xiv. OTHER REGULATORYINFORMATION:
------ ------ ------ ------- ------ ------ ------ -----_ ------ ------ ------ --_--- ------

NFPA 704N RATINGS: Health Flammability Reactivity Other

Product Code: 68-0490-00 HSDS Page 5
Approval date: 10/12/94 Continued on next page
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XIV. OTNER REGULATORY lNFORKATION (Contirwd)
--------------------- ----------------- ---..-—

1 0 0 0
O*Insignificant l=Slight 2-Hoderato 3+Iigh 4-Extreme

Bayer’s method of hazard co~unication is comprised of Product Labels ●nd
Haterial Safety Data Sheets. NFPA ratings are provided by Bayer Corproation aa
a customer service.

-------------- ------- ------- .------ --------------------- ------—-- -------------

xv. APPROVALS:
-------------- ------- ------- --------------------- ------------------------------

REASONFOR ISSUE . ● . ● . ● . . . . : Revise to new format; change company name; make
general revisions

PREPAREDBY. . . . . . . . ,. . . . . . : V. C. Standart
APPROVEDBY. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . D. C. Eberhart
TITLE . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Product Safety Manager
APPROVALDATE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10/12/94
SUPERSEDES DATE. . . . . . . . . . . . 12/09/88
lfSDS NUMBER. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20184

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- .----- ------ ---_-- ------ ______ ------ ------

This information is furnished without warranty, expressed or implied, except
that it is accurate to the best knowledge of Bayer Corporation. The data on
this sheet relates only to the specific material designated herein. Bayer
Corporation assumes no legal responsibility for use or reliance upon these
data.
------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ----_- ------ ------------ ------ ------ -------

Product Code: 68-0490-00 HSDS Page 6
Approval date: 10/12/94 Last page

_-
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page 1 of s

MATEW SAPETY DATA SHZZT
UNXTZD STATZS PNAIu4ACOPZ~ COBWZNTI~, XMC.

addres8:
emergenoy and L&omeAm12601 Twiabrook Rarkway
telephone oalZS:Rockvilla, m 208s2 USA
(301) 8al-0666

A.
Responsible Party

date prepared

~XNG STATZMZNT
WARNINGI RE~MtENcz STANDARD; NOT FOR NUM&N CONSUMPTION; AVOID INGXSTIOM,

XNIUWLTXON, SKXN CONTACT. ~OR CHEMICALTZST AND MSAY USE ONLY.
.

=CTXON 1 - IDENTITT

C-N NAM&
SYNONY14S
w NUt4S&R
RTECS NUMBER
CHEMICAL NAME
c~pWCAL ~AMILY
% APEUTIC CATEGORY

XU4ULA

L-Arginine
nla
74-79-3 (L-arginine); 1119-34-2 (hydrochloride]
C~1934200 (L-arg~nine); Cr199!iSO0 thydrochloride)
L-Arginine
Amino acid

kOnium detoxicant: diagnostic aid

c6H14N40Z

SECTION 2 - ~US INGREDIENTS

THRESHOLD LIMIT
NAMz

PRINCIPAL HAZARDOUS
CCWPONENT(S) /[Chemical L-Arginine Pure Material Not Established
c ConmiOn name{s)]

@ILXNG POINT n/a
SPECIFIC GRAVI~

(Mao - 1) 1.30
VAPOR PRESSURE (mm Hg) nla—
PERCENT VOLATILE BY -

v0LtJt41! (t)
VAPC)RDENSITY (AIR =
CVAPORATION RATE
VOLUBILITY IN WATER

REACTIVITY IN WATER
APP_~CIC AND ODOR

n/a
1) 6.0

nla

~reely Soluble

n/a

White crygtals or crystalline powder, faint odor
—

“t - not ●pplicable
. .PYright 1989 United States Pharxiacopeial Convention, Inc.
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Page 2 Of s L-~
Camnon Name

cat t 4250

MATZRZAL SAPZTY DATA SHZZT
UNITED STATZS PHARMACOPZIAL coNvmTIoN, INC.

mAsH POINT
~LAMfABLZ LXMITS
IN AIR t BY VOLUMZ

ZICTINGUISW5R MZDIA

AUTO-IGNITION TlM4PCRATURZ

SPECIAL ~IRZ ~IGHTING
PROCEDURES

UNUSUAL ~IRZ AND EXPLOSION
HAZARDS

“ABILITY
CONDITIONS TO AVOID

1NC0MPATIBILIT%

(MATERIALS TO AVOID)

HAZARDOUS D&COMPOSITION

PRODUCTS

HAZAADOUS POLYMERIZATION

l%RZSHOLO LIMIT VALUE

31GNs AND SYl@TOMS OF

ovzmxPosuRz

.
nla
LOWER Non-flarmeble UPPER Non-flamable

Water spray, dsy chemical, carbon dioxide or foam ●s
appropriate for ~urrolln~ng f~~e ●nd materials.
nla

AS with all fires, evacuate per80nnel to Safe ●rea.
Firefighters should use self-contained breathing
equipment and protective clothing.

This material is asgjnmed to be c~ustible. As with ●ll

dry powders it is adviaable to ground mechanical
equipment in contact with dq material to dissipate the

potential buildup of static elemricity. When heated to
decomposition material emits toxic fumes. Emits toxic
fumes under fire conditions.

SECTION 4 - PtTTSICAL FIAZARDS

( ) Unstable ( X ) Stable
Material is stable fr~ 8 safety point of view. Ab80rba
C02 from the air.

Strong oxidizers.

When heated to dec~po~ition ~tex~al tits tOXiC f=s.
Zmits toxic fumes under fire conditions.

( ) May Occur ( X ) Will Not Occur -

SKTXON 5 - WZALTR RAZARDS

None established

[L-Arginine CAS RI?: 74-79-3
Mutation Data [RRRRRRTECS]]

[Arginine Hydrochloride CAS RN: 1119-34-2
LV50 : 12 mg/Kg oral-rat:
LD50: 3793 mg/Kq mg/Kg intraperitoneal-rat;
Reproductive Effect [P.TECS)]

Possible allergic reaction to dust if inhaled, ingested
or in contact with skin.

/a = not ●pplicable
~z~~ht 1989 OnAtecl Staten Pharmacope~al convention,

Page 44 of 120
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Page 3 of s
——___

L-~e
Comnoa Name

cat t 042S0

MATERIAL SJWETY DATA SHEET
UXITZD STATZS MAlu4AcoPHAL coz?mNTI OM, mc.

ACUTE Eye, skin ●rid/or respirato~ tract irritation
CHRONIC Possible hypersensitization

PRCCAUTXONS TO CONSIDER Persons developing hypersensitivity (anaphylactfc)
reactions must receive inmaedlate tical
attention.Materi81 may bo irritat~!lg to mucous inembran.s
●nd respiratory tract. AS a general ruk, when handltig
USP Reference Standards amid all contact and tnhalatSon
of dust, fumes, mist, and/or vapors associated with the
material. Keep container tightly closed and use with
adequate ventilation; wash thoroughly after handling.
Individuals working with chemicala should consider ●ll
chemicals to be potentially hazardous even if their
individual hazards may be uncharacterized or unknown.

MEDICAL CONDITIONS
AGGR.AVATIZD BY EXPOSURE

CHEMICAL LISTED AS
CARCINOGEN OR POTENTIAL
CARCINOGEN
—

OSHA PERMISSIBLE EXPOSURE
LIMIT :

OTHER EXPOSURE LIMIT USED
EMERGENCY AND
FIRST AID PROCEDURES

1. INHALATION

2. EYES

3. SKIN

4. INGESTION

—
—

~yperaenaitivity ko material
NATIONAL TOXICOLOGY PROGRAM ( ) Yes (x)
I.A.R.C. Monographs ( ) Yes (x)
OSHA ( ) Yes (x)
OTHER nla

ACG IH mm EXPOSURE
TLv : n/a LIMIT(S) USED: nla

Not established
Not established

Remove from expo~uce. Remove contaminated
Persons developing serious hypersensitivity

No
No
Ho

clothing ●

reactions
must receive immediate med~cal attention. Upon eye or
skin contact, flush affected area with copious
quantities of water. Obtain medical attention. If not
breathing give artificial respiration. If breathing is
difficult give oxygen.
May cause irritation of respiratory tract. Remove to
fxesh air.
May cause irritation. Flueh with copious quantities of
water.
May cause irritation. Flush with copious quantities of
water.

May cause irritation. Flush out mouth with water.

‘a = not ●pplicable

-~wriwht 1989 United States Pharmacopeial Convention, Ins.
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Cars.mn Name
cat # 042S0

MATERIAL 9APZTY DATA $BEXT
UZCITZD SWS PM-MACOFXXAL coNvnTIoM, UC.

.
SECTION 6 - SPECIAL PROmcTmN ImORMAT2cu

RESPIRATORY PROT&CTION

(SPECIP’Y TYPE)
VSNTIIATION

LOCAL EXNAUST
MSCNANICAL (GENERAL)

OTHER
PROTKTIVE GLOVES
EYE PROTECTION
OTfiER PROTECTIVE CLOTHING
OR EQUIPMENT

Approved dust mask
Adequate “
Reconanended
Reconvnended
nia
Rubber
Safety goggles

.

Appropriate laboratory apparel, protect exposed skfi

sKTxo13 7 - SFECZAL PRECAUTIONS AND SPI~~ PROCEDURE8

.

PRECAUTIONS TO BE TAKEN
IN NANDLXNG AND STOFWGE Store in tight container ●s defined in the (Jn~tti State#

Pharmacopoeia. This roater~al should be handled ●nd
— stored per label and other instructions to ensure

product integrity.
~ER PRECAUTIONS Avoid contact with eyen, skin 0= clothing. Avoid

breathing dust or mist. Use with-adequate dust control.
Nash thoroughly after handling. Wear fresh clothing
daily. Wash cont~nated clothing before reuse. Do not
permit eating, drinking or smoking near material.

STEPS TO Bt TAKEN IN CASE

MATERIAL IS SPILLED OR

RELEASED

WASTZ DISPOSAL METHODS

Wear approved respirator and chemically coxtpatfile
gloves. Vacuum or sweep up spillage. ” Avoid dust.
Place spillage in appropriate container for wa8te
disposal. Wash contaminated clothing befoxe reu8e.
Ventilate area and wash spill site.
Dispose of waate in accordance with all applicable
~ederal, State and local laws.

‘8 - not applicable

.~mright 1989 un~tti states Pha-copeial Convention, Inc.
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Page S of 5.. L-~
CmmOm Name

cat # 042S0

bfATER2AL 8ATETT DATA SNtET
mtm’ZD STATZS RMARMACOPHAL c0NVmT2039, m.

NOTICE: The infonaation contained herein ia applic~~e solely to the chemical
substance when used as ● tJSP Reference sk~n&rd ●nd d~- not relate to ●ny
other use of the mbutance deac~ibed. Its uam La intended by persons
having technical skill and- at their own discretion and risk. The
information has been developed by usp staff frCQ sources considered
reliable but has not been independently verified by the tJSP. Therefore,
the USP Convention cannot guarantee the ●ccuracy of the information in
these sources nor should the statements contained herein be considered an
official expression. NO REPRESENTATION OR WARRANTY, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED,
INCLUDING THE WARRANTIES or MERCHANTABILITY AND HTN’ESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE is made with respect to the info~tion contained herein.

AmzNTmN :
Th~8 prOdUCt i8 Sold ●s a Referencg 8t~&~ for use ~ ~&Cd &idyS~8

Not ~or Human CenavptiOa.

—

= not ●pplicable
Lupyright 1989 United States Phanaacopeial Convention, Inc.
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m, chemists helping chemis~ in research G industw

~- aIdrichchemicalco.,Inc. Wk!!!!!!!p
P.O.&x 35S.Mihtaukw. W~ 53201 USA

AlTN: SAFETY 31 RECT~R
LARRY TiiilHAS
MILES I!JC
~#~$$l;EALTH OIVISIOI:

KANSAS CITY 143 64120-0013

MA TERIAL5A
----- -----

---”- --- - CHEMICAL

FE TY DATA
----- ---

IDENTIFICATION- -

s

PRODUCT $: iI1620-8 tiAtiE : BENZYL ALCOHOL, 99+%

CT ION 20----- C3HPOSI TIn?J/[; JFOQfl A TIO:J ON I’KRE31ENTS

OATE: 04/1 3/95
C ST#: 130680

IiP 4: G54P10117

EE
-0

--

--

. . . . . —
BENZAL ALCO!i OL * 8ENZE.NECARb [WI * !3ENZENEMETHAN3L * BENZOYL

HYDROXYT9LUENE * ALP} IA-H YOROXYTULUENE * flETl+ANOL, P!+ ENU- *
C06111 k PHEN3LCAR31N!JL * F’HENYLCARBIrJOL * PHENYLHETHANOL *
PHEfJYLflET}{YL ALCOHOL ~ AL PHA-T~LUFNOL *

—

CTiti1430 -------- - - HAZARDS lDENTIFICATIW -

BE~A~L?~$~UTId:JARY STAT EHE?JTS

HARMFUL IF SHALWED*
IRRITATING TO CYE3S RESPIRATORY SYSTEM ANO SKIN.
RISK OF SERIOUS DAMAGE T3 EYES-
TARGCT 3RGA;i(S):
CENTRAL 14ERVOUS SYSTEH
IN CASE OF CCUJT?CT :JITH EYESS RINSE

‘ATER-AND’EEK ‘5°~cAi ADv’c’”AEAR .>UITAa LE ]-2 TtCT VE CL!l Tli I~JG -
HYGRJ3C3PIC

IMMEDIATELY HITH

:TIClt4 4. - - - - - - - - - - FIR ST- AIfI MEASURES- - - -

.

,

.- --

PLENTY

T PAGE 1
u—.

ALCWU. *
NC I-

:3F

----- --

ItJ CASE 3F COtJTACT, 1HHEDIATEL% FLUSH EYES HITH coPtOUS AMOUNTS gF
HATER F(IR AT LEAST 15 HINUTES,
IN CASE tlf CO}4TACTS IHIIEDIATELY HASH SKIN HITH S3AP ANO CCPIOUS
AHOUNTS ~F AATER.
IF INHALE9s REHOVE TO FRESH AIRs [F NOT BREATHING GIVE ARTIFICIAL
RESPIRATION. IF 8ftEATtlI!tG IS OIFFICULT GIVE 9XYGEN.
IF StiALLWEDt ;4ASH OUT i+OUTH AITH nATEk PROVIOED PERS3N IS CONSCIWSS
CALL A PHYSICIAN.
MASH C3NTA!IINATED CLgTHING 9EFORE REUSE.

CIJNTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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m Chemists helping chernj$~ in research S industry

‘& aidrichchemicaIco.,Inc. #!!%!k!!?
P.O.BOX3SS,Mihkm. W~m S.ZUl LJ=

!IATERIALSAFET YOAT AS HEET PAGE 2
----- ----- ----- ----- ---

PRODUCT #: t3016208
HF: C7H80

CUSTS: 130680
PO#s G54P10117

NAME: 3ENZYL AL COHOLC 99+%

ECTIaN 5--------- - FIRE FIGHTING MEASURES - - - - - - - -

XTINGUISHING MEDIA
HATER SPRAY.

t
ARf3iYN 91~XID5 DRY WEfl ICAL POHOER !3R APPROPRIATE FOAM.

“EC AL FIREFIGHTIk PROCEWRES
UEAR SELF-C~NTAINEr) MtEATHING APPARATUS AND PROTECTIVE CLOTHING
PREVENT C3NTACT N[TH SKIN ANO EYES-

NUSUAL FIRE ANf,) EX?LOS1ONS HA ZAROS
EHITS rOXIC FUMES UNOER FIRE CWIOITIONS. ”

EcTIoN 60 -------- AC CIOENTAL RELEASE MEASURES- - - - - - -

--

TO

-.

HEAR SELF-C CINTAINEO 3REATH1NG APPARATUS, RUBBER BOOTS ANO HEAVY
RU90ER GLOVES.
cf)VER MITH aRY LINE OR S30A ASHS PICK UP? KEEP IN A CL OSEO CONTAINER

!o HCLO FOR HASTE i):spoSALc
.cNTILATE AREA AN!) HASH SPILL SITS AFTER HA TGRIAL PICKUP [S COMPLETES

SCTIW470 -------- -- HANilL1:JG 4td0 $TORAGE- - - - - - - - - - -
REFER TO SEC TILI?J !3.

so

SPIRATOR
3ATHo
UIREf)O

Ss SKIN
HANOLING

ACE ●

●

ANO CLOTHING.
●

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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m chemists helping chemists in research & industry

a aldrichchemicalco.,Inc. WE!!$!!!!-
P.0,Box3S5.mkee, W~ 53zt7f Lm—

HA TE!I IAL SAFE TYD ATAS HEET PA6E 3----- ---- ----- ----- -*.--

CUST#$ 130680
PROWCT $: 0016209 PO#: G54P10117

NAHE: 13ENZYL ALCOHOL* 99+X
HF: C7W)0

:cTroN 9------- - PHYSICAL ANO CHEHICAL pRoF+ERrtE$ _ - - _ _ _ -.

‘PEARANCE AND i3DOR
COLORLESS LIQUIO
BOILING POINT: 205 C
HELTING P!31tJT: -15 C
FLASHPOINT 20$CF

AUTCIIGNITIOH TEMPERATURE:
VAPOR PRESSURE:

817 F

t$~??F?~N~ki;iTY:3” 7 3;;:;; 77 c

435C
1303tlH 100 c

cT~aN lo- ------- - -STA81LITY ANo REAcT1vlTy - - - - - - - - -

CO,. ATIBILITIES
STR9NG 2X1DIZIF#G AGENTS
A MIXTURE 3F 9ENZYL ALCOHOL ANO 582 SULFURIC ACID DECOMPOSED VIOLEtJTLY
UtiEN HEATED T3 180 C. 3WZYL ALCOHOL CONTAI141NG 1.4% HYORO~EN 8ROHIOE
AND 1-12 OF AN IRON(2) SALT POLYIIERIZEO EXOTHERflALLY HHEN HEATED ABOVE
100 c.

8
HA DECOHPLIS W XPOSURE TO MOIST AIR OR HATER-

fZARD US C(IM9US 124 bR i)EC!3!IPOSIT10N PRODUCTS
TOXIC FUMES OF:
CARBO?J HONOX13E, CARBON D1~XIl)E

ZTIONI1- ------- -- TOXI’CILOGICA1 INFORMATION - - - - - - - -

UTE EFFECTS
HARMFUL IF SHALLOHEDo
HAY BE HARHFUL IF INHALEDo
MAY BE HARHFUL IF ABSORBED THROUGH THE SKINO
CAUSES SEVERE EYE IRRITATIONC
CAUSES SKIN IRRITATION-
HATERIAL IS IRRITATING TO MUCOUS HEHBRANES AND UPPER
RESPtRATCtRY TRACT*
CAN CAUSE C:JS i3EPRESSIONe

CONTINUEO ON NEXT PAGE
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m chemists helping chemists in research & industry

= WlrichchemicaIco.,Inc. !!?/?!/!!%
P.O.Box3S.S.Mihvaukee, W~n 53201 USA—

YATER IAL SAFETY DA TA SHEET----- ---- -- ----- ----- --

NAME: BENZYL ALC9HOL. c 99+%

cusT#: 130680
Pas: G54P10117

T RGET aRGAN(S :
iC&NTRAL NERVOU SYSTEH

‘ECS NO: 0N3150000
8ENZYL ALCaHOL

:RITATICIN OATA
SKN-llAN 16 tiG/4aH MLD
SKN-RBT 10 HG/24H 9PEN llLD
SKN-RBT 100 #lG/24H MOO

f
YE-RBT 750 UG 5PEN SEV
KN-PIG 100% tli3D

IXICITY DATA
ORL-RAT LD50:1230 HG/KG

i
PR-RAT LD50:400 H /KG

fVN-RAT LD50:53 HG G
7IAT-RAT LD50:441 tiG G

7URL-#IUS L050:1360 HG KG
Y-R-#IuS L050:650 HG/KG

N-HUS L050:324 tlG/K6
LJ<L-RBT LD5O:1O4O MG/KG
SKN-RaT LD50:2 SH/KG
ORL-GPG LD50:2500 !lG/KG
ORL-BHD LD5O:1OO FIG/KG

RGET ORGAN OATA
SENSE ORGANS ANO SPECIAL SENSES (HIOStS)
BEHAVI!)2AL ALTEREO SLEEP TIME)

1

9EHAVIORAL S2;INOL?JCE)
8EHAVICIRAL TREHOR 5
BEHAVIORAL EXCITEMENT)
BEHAVIORAL ATAX A)
BEHAVIORAL C.IHA 1
LUNGS? THORAx 3R RE5pIRAT10N (cHRONIc PULHONARY EDEMA 3R cflNGESTION)
LUNGS, TH3RAX 32 RESPIRATION OYSPNAE)

w% ?
[lIJ RAX al RESPI ATI N OTHER CHANG S)

AS R INT STI}JAL (HYPE~~OTqLITY~ OIARRHEA
KIDNEY

f
URETER9 BLADDER (OTHER CHANGES

4CINLY StLECIEl) REGISTRY OF TOXIC EFFECT OF CHEHICAL SUBSTANCES

t
RTECS) DATA IS PRESENTED HERE- SEE ACTUAL ENTRY IN RTECS FOR
OHPLETE INFORJHAT19N*

CTION 12* ------- -- ECOLOGICAL INFORPIATION - - - - - - - - - -
OATA NOT YET AVAILABLE*

CTOIDG 94(8),41,79
AflIH5C 4~ 19t51

iCTOIDG 94 8)~41Q79
AIIIHBC 4 1 9 51

!FCTXAV Ii, 0hv73

FCTXAV
?{PIRI*
;Iw:

GISAAA
JPHSAE
AIPTAK
JPETA6

4
NP RI*
GI AAA
TXAPA9

CONTINUEO ON NEXT PAGE
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m chemists helping chemists in research & industry

* aIdrichch@mtcaIco.,inc. !!$!!?!!&!
P.O.Sax3S.S.M#waukw, W&xxwn S.%WlL&—

HA TER IAL SAFE TYOAT ASHE ET PAGE 5----- .“-. ----- ----- ----

CUST#: 130680
Po#: G54P101I7

PROOUCT $: tlo16208 NAflE: 9ENZYL ALCOHOL ~ 99+2
!iF: C7H80

ECTION13. -=------ - 01 SPOSAL CONSIDERATIONS - - - - - - - - -

OISSOLVE OR MI X THE HA TERIAL HITH A COllBUSTIBLE Sat.VENT ANO BURN IN A
CHEHICAL INCI:IERATOR EQUIPPED WITH At’d AFTERBURNER ANO SCRUBBER.
2BSERVE ALL FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATIONS.

ECT13N 14. - - - - - - - - - - TRANSPORT INFORMATION - - - - - - - - -

CONTACT AL13RICii CHE!IICAL COMPANY FOR TRANSPORTATION INFORMATION.

EcTImJ 15-------- -- REGULATORY INFOR)fATIoN - - - - - - - - - -

EVIFW5p STANOAROS? AND REGULATIONS
“ ‘7A FIFRA 1388 PESTICIOE SUBJECT 10 REGISTRATION OR RE-REGISTMTIfJtt

FEREAC 54,7740,89
C)EL-RUSSIA:STEL 5 HG/H3;SKlN JAN93
CIEL IN 8WGARIA, COLOH61A J13ROAN KOREA CHECK ACGIH TLV
OEL IN NEbJ ZEALAND, SI,NGAtbREg VI/TNAr4 CHECK ACGIH TLV
NOHS 1974: HZD 11360; NIS d5: lWF 7284: NOS 68: TtlE 130757
NOES 1’383: iiZD 11360: NIS 102; TNF 14657: NOS 102; TNE 334686: TFE

E#i5?~~ETOX PR.OGRAH 1988, tEGATIVE: E COLI P!3LA ‘AITHOUT S9
EPA TSCA CHEMICAL INVENTORY JUN 1993
ZPA TSCA TEST 3JBflISSIGN (T~CATSf OATA BASE? JULY” 1994
NTP CARCINaGENESIS STUDIES (GAVAGE):W EVIOENCE:RAT9HOUSE

?JTPTR* tJTP-TR-343,d9

1cT1~N16s ------ --- -CJTHER INFORHATI~f+= -----------

THE ABOVE INFJfUIATIaN IS DELIEVEO TO BE CORRECT 5UT DOES NOT PURPORT 10
BE AL(. IIWLUSIVE AND SHALL 8E USEO ONLY AS A GIJIDEs ALORICH SHALL NOT 8E
HELO LIABLE FOR ANY DAHAGE RESULTING FROH HANDLIN6 OR FROtl COWACT MITli
THE ABOVE PRODUCT. SEE REVERSE 510E OF INVOICE OR PACKING SLIP FOR
AOOITIONAL TERMS ANO CONOITXONS W SALEO

CONTINUEO ON NEXT PAGE
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chemists helping

. .

chemists in research & induwy

aldrBchchemicalco.. Inc. !!%!k!i!k!?
P.O.Sa 35.5,

u,

tiukiw. W—%mnsm. S3c?OfUSA

.TATER IAL SAFE TYDATASHEE T PAGE 6

PRODUCT #: 3016208
liF: C7H80

NAME: 5ENZYL ALCOHOL, 99+%

----- ---- ----- ----- -- 9--

CUST#: 130680
PO#: G54P10117

COPYRIGHT 1995 ALDRICH CHEMICAL CO INC.
LICENSE GRA!4TED TO HAKE UNLIMITED #APER COPIES FOR INTERNAL USE ONLY.

—
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‘i~~’” OATEi
PAGE : 1

04126/95 ACCT : 54862S012

mm: NS1?45492 CAT NO: A~20 ‘ W NOR: 54G32603

•*~.~~**
●6I .BLJT~oL**
•@l.wTA~*O

MATERtAL SAFETY OATA SHEET
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .- ...-”. . . . . . . . ..- -------- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

FfSNER SCfENTIFfC EMERGW4CY NUMStIR 201 72S- 7100

r

EMIGAL DIVISION CHIEMTFIEC ASSISTAN& {Lb) 4244ZIO0

,$!$$?$/$$4”

. ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
SUSSTANCE 10ENTlf~TION

SUSST~ ●*1. WTANOL.*
MS. NUMSER 7}-36.3

W MAM!SISVNONYWS:
BUTYL ALU3NOL N. am. ALCOttO N EJUTANOL. IkuTANOL. I- WVL ALCOHOL
sum “Yomh$ccs 203, mm.%, M!EW”LOLPROPANE PXOPYL CARW’JOL.
ACM U031: STCC W9117’ UN Ilm: NA 1120: A3M: A3S3. A!W3SK A4M. A399
- ~; kXHl~: AU? IS400

CNEMNXL FAMILY:
N@wxyi. Stipwlc

MOLEC4XM FoRmumC-M3 C-nz-c-tiz-c.t’tz-o.tl

~ WStGNR 74.12

EKE&YEi.!;J’&~~!7’~t~~!~*3~W90 PER2MTENCE.O---------------------------- . . . . . . . . ---------------------------- . . . . . . . . . .
COMPONENTS AMO CONTAMINANTS

cot4PonLwr#t ;yl.#oL PsncENr Iw

OTNEX CUNTAWNANTS NONS

K%%%!t!t
20 ppm 1S0 ms/m3 OSHA CCIIIM (sklo)

c1

~ $$ pO mg/m3 ACGIN wkllng {skin)ms/w13NtOSNracamnwchdcekltq (skin}
lCXk PP+3ms/ ]C+GMAKTW~
200 ppm Mitt mg/m3 LWG MAX 8 mhuk pwk. mOmOIMWY vti C llmes/shill

MWWIWWIt method Ctmcool who. 2 propwmt/cmbon dtcutthk: p.,
ctwomat raphy with lkmo Ionlmtlon dekc!kon; [NkOSlf Vol. Ml # 401,
AkcohOkc!ll).

8000 pwhds Ct?RCM S.eNon 103 *POftable OuOnNt
SuW@t tO SARA SWIIMI 3t3 Ahmud Tmk Chmkal k..,. noportl~

●b- ~ ~ ~ml m~ l~m~ ~f Jo””.

]~~%W%’&%&R 1S10100’ , Pf33S33S)**
●l, dd,l.q+% %L!!.%%% ‘o ‘h”

------- ------- .. . . . . . ..- . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .
PNYSICAL OATA

~ A CtOW. mobtk COkOftOSCttqvkd. +lh ■ ●WOW. PVWI

@uuu#mk OdW ,tmIkr to tuwk Okl. -INO Paw 243 F 017 c)

MsLlkNo POtNw -t2s r I.os c} spsanc omvm osoos voLAwLIrv: Imb

VAPOXPRESWX& 6.SmmNg*22C svAPOMnoN Mm. (butyk Wmam.t) 0.5

SOLU8WWkNWATSR 7.7% OWX~ 10 * VAPOR M!NW7Y: 2 ,9s

mwsm smltstLlw SOkubk k! OttwmOl, WhOt, mmtomm.
~ W)wnts

boncono. mwt

WscWtl%2s400P070P

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
P7NS ANO SXPL@tON MTA

nttsm cxpLostoatu2A7fm

DATE t 06/24!95 AccT: S4SC250M
WOE! 2

—

,,. . , .,

UIOEX: M5174M92 CAT MO: A29*20 m Xsn: M032603 ‘

FLASH POINT SS f (37 C) (CC) UPPER Exmostvs UMtr II 2%

LOWER l! XPLOStVC LIMIT: 1 4% AUT07GN7710N TI!MP.: = f 043 C)

fLAMMA01L17Y cL*s(osttA) tc

Flt!EFtGHTING MEOIA
CM chemlak. carbon dm.ld.. walot spfo oc ●twhot -#ogktMI born
(d93 Emwg.nq RegPo.w G.kd,book. t&PA ● ~ 0}.

. . . .. . ..- . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . . . .. ------ . . . . . . . .
TRANSPLWTATWN OATA

U.S. OEPAXTMENT OP TRANSPORTA- ~
eutmOk-uN 1120

NAME-xl NUM2ER 4s CFx I7Z.1OI:

U.S. OEPAXTMENT CM TRANSPORTAT-
3- Flammob4a Iquld

HSzAKOaASS muvtstoN. 4scPn 1?2.101:

L&Si,0EPAt7TMENT OF TRANSPOR TATkON ●ACXkNO GROUP. 42 CPR 172.tOl :

US. DEPARTMENT OF TXANSPORTATtON LASELkNO XEWtXEMEN7S. 4S CPX 172,101
ANO SUBPAAT E:

Ftommabko tkqutd

U S OtPARTMl!NT 07 TRANSPORTATION ?~ WTNOW3ATtOtW

wmw$w:smy 173,202
EJULK PACKAGING: 49 CFR 1 3.242

U.S. OEPMTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION WANTTTV

%%%Ew&?lmYLw’5 L

LlMT7AT10NS 49 ~ I72.101:

. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ------
TOXfCtlV

W’mw%’$rn!’-%%k$ ,Mkt-t,bbtt modmm. 40s mgfs: Iwv?,
sktn-mbbkt mod.,.t.: !0 mom .w-hwnam 2 M -w.bbkt —
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:$:;: ‘mTE:i; ‘&>ibXi “ “ACq!
‘w’&l* ,::.::: ;

‘“’””:’~’”Iix)Ex: ?4!U*2 CAT-fb: AWit)”: ‘;}:”. PO MS*: 54G32603

.,,:’, .’,,‘:;,
,,

AOOfTkONAL OATA. Akohol may ●nhanco th- tonkc ct!oclz

.- . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
WEALTH EWECTS AND FIBST AIO

tNMALATION:
t4-WTVL ALCOHOL tl - WTAF+OL}.
lRfUTANT/NARCOTIC. LWLM P m Immodlswlv IMINTWOUS 10 Llk or Ho*llh.

ACUTE EXPOSURE- The MI slsnco k qkdls odorous. which USU#l!v rovhtas
::~t. w.mlftft but J. ctorv SWW-* raedlly Lmcom* tmktu.d !$ p“rll
ma COUSQ mild fftt~llon of tho f-s Irstory tract ENPOSWO

$?ppm mey eauso hemtdm ●n vat o; higfwr concmnfiqatlons mnv
causm mmkmd hdlallon. sow tntoal, coug Inq. nmmea. shortrwss of
bfoath, pulmonwv Inlut ●d c*oIral nofvoim s skm 401W8S*IOII wllh

Ytwdacho. dlrdnoat du Incm ●nd dtowslnoss. !Xpos.m ,. eaoo poll!
produced glddlness, ~ott(ellon, fwcomk, ●link, ●nd dcmh In ●oms

C&mNs$ EXPOSUR@ - Inhslctlon of vapot aoncmttatams .8 low m 003 ppm
mo ●lkct Ilsht. oonsl!lvny 01 dark -sdspkd ●YWS ond lh@ ●loclf$cal

r@ vltv of lho bmlff. Pfolonkt.d Inhalation cmmod ●uditoryIWW snd

●“posmt te /4-butyl ,nd?sotfutyl .Icohok ,..s hornorrhqfe. fed..ed
ws!lbukr m WY msultln In so-m WWSO ●d homing loss In wofkom

mythrocylo count. Iymphocy!ods, stbumlnurk, ocr ~ d.~an.ratlvc cha~os
et ttw thC. ●d covtkal snd htbukt d ●notstlofi VI ttw kldtwvs w@to

?m rt.d In anlmmk tollowlng pfolonsa ●xposum 10 100 ppm. lf*twOdoctkv*
P’●f ems ha- bwI mptwwd In ●nlmds.

SKIN CONTACT:
N-WTYL ALCOHOL {! EJUTANOLI
IftRtTANT

ACUTE EXPOSURE - Ltqwd conlacl wIlfI lfw skm msy cmmo INnJIIOn w!lh
rsdhass snd dfynoss. Tho substanco may bo obsorbmd lhmugh IOI*CI <k,n
Sk@o ●pplkations to tho skin of mbblls rmultad In sll~h! to modero M
Irrkt.tkon,

CNRONtC EXPOSUM1- ROWB!M o! ProtonSod conlscl h-s boon mpwmd 10 C* US*
dqkng. eracklng. ●nd ocrem.lotid de fmelatw of WI. ho ●rs ●nd hands due

?toIfwdef~ttl~ ●ction of Ih@ liqtAd APPlk4110n 014 1055 ml/ks/dw
Iof I to 4 cons.cutt~ dcyt to r~bblls wsult.d in 100% mOll~kty

PSXST AIO- ~ camtwmkwtod clothlng ●nd shoos Imm.dklelv W4sh wilh

=dri#l.. ii, k.stdo ml””ms, cat Wmdkc.1 .twmuo”
*P = ~lkd*WV ●vN●d kr Q ●mounts of wats! until no cwd.ttco 01

u
~ EYE cow-.

N- WTYL MCOfiOL [1. WIANOL):
# lxRtrAN7.
IQ ~ti~s~~xe- Ap~Ilc@tkon of I drop o! tha Ikqubd to mbbkt ●vos crmmcd
o wv njury which was mlod 7 on ● SCSI, of 10.

ClfAONtC EKPO?&- Repoctd of pfvkom d ●nposum to vapors may tomdt In
?conjumctMlk. Vmmokr L8mlllk. charsc ●fhd by vwfy Ilns Ummpwont

vacuotes msomtdlng llny bubbkg of ss9 In ttm .pUholkl kyws of the
cocws has ** tsvmrl*d In wofkwt ●wbwd tobutvl ●kohol ●nd olhw
SObmnls. EWO1um to 200 m for 10 vsws caukal con@cllvat ●ndrFCUnocl doma msultlng III scdm~tion, btuw}ng of vision cofnoal
inlkmnmtlon photophobia. ●nd ● bumlnp sormtkon, ti!hlnlkmm~tlon
ctomins wllh]n ● 1-w deys with no w$idual dcmsgo.

SIXST A-IO- WMI v Immodkttly with kcs. ●mounts of water of normal ●alIn*.
-sM.1* llftl~ .PPW ..d $ow., W.. unlll no .wld.mc. 01 chomk.1
mm-km (o1 kasl 5-20 mlnut*s). O@ m.dlcal ●tkntlwv Immmdkkty

.0 TYL &OHOL (1 -WlAP40Lk

El& XPOSURE- t ●stkn may O.USO ●MomInal palm nouoco. vomltlng.
7diawhsa. Ingostkon o high dooes caused campkla psralys

“icbnslrktlon 01 pupkls. mductlon In eomcal. pupllkry. ●vd cl kfy
rofknca n~lagmus. gsllvdotf, mductkn of body Wmpw.tws ●nd
fw tatlon, d-p noteonk, mwhd htpetlo hypsromko, d~cnowtlon
04 ~~f n hldn nd dostlf In ●nlmol

!“Ct+XONIC tX%Wfi& &m@cd tnsesllOn n ddnhtng WalW fesultod In Ova
dam~ kf rata.

●nd

“)
;,.”’.’,..,,..

“‘“ OATE:” k%/24& ~*’:;. ~~~~&~~~’’:,~::;jy,: wi.i! .’:*”;?*! .%..) ( “y.j’&##&~.Ar:~

MoEx : ns174sc?2 ~T~\ A~~ !!
‘“*:,’:”, ‘ ;“. , .+ :,f..:

.,..,.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
ffEACTIVITY

REACTIVITY
Skbko unde~ ncumd mmp.mtums ●d P$usvros

INCOMFATISILITIE$.
N 9UTYL ALCOHOL (I - WTANOL):

AtKALi METALS Lib.rates 11.mm.bk hydr~n S.W .twcpty kncw~ --.
ALUMINUM Ltbmmes Ikmmobl. hydmg~ go% shwpky kncroo~ ~gmfg.
T fIU TANOL Poswblo ●nplosion hozwd.
CIIVVOMIC ANliYOfltOE lfInNIon roactkon
OXIOIZEfkS STRONG fwo ●nd explosion ha~srd

~t~J~A&J~, /OATING M.v IW .NaCkad,
.,

AICOIIOIS
ACE TAIDENYOC Vlokm ondonsalton m.ctkon.
OAFWJM ?ERCMLORAIC, fotmatkon of hkptvky m@oskvo pomhlodo eBta UI

f~llvxln
CklLORIN?: k.rmotlon et h h wtptostvo ●fkyt

4? “i?--”DIETMYL ALUMINUM LYRO 0 Sponto- @ b.
ETHYLENE OXIDE: h~cibk ●x (oskoa.
MExAME7NYLENE OtlSOCYAN~TE; Pmdbk, ●n@#oII k! cbs@wo of sotwM.
HYOXWW PEROXIOE ● SULFURtC ACID: Possibk •.~.
MVPOCMLOROUS ACXO: Focmatt- St Mqtdv omploskvo ●ikyk hvwctffwttm.
ISOCYANATES Posslbk ●R Iotlon In ●buncg Of ,otvomt.

fLITHIUM ALUMINUM kkVDR OE: VISOIOUS IoacNom.
NiTFtOGEN TETROXIOE Pestibk wtpko,kh.
PERCHLOMC ACIO HOT), DanSorous httemctkon

4PERMONOSULFUftl ACID Possibk ●XPIOSIWI on contact with prkm~fy of
secondarv ●cehots

1 RI ISO fkJIYL ALUMINUM Vmbnt faactton

OECOMPCtSITtON
lhotmd docompowlwm woducls mav h!cluda ionic onldos of carbon

POIYMEMZAIION
Hatwdous polrmwwbllon has nol tin e~nod w occw undw nocmol
Iempewbtutes ●nd PI* S9UI*9

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
‘STOniGE ANO~s&L’ ”’’..’” “’..’ ”.”

t#we’o~;t$~d. slmte ●nd VO@ r@@4tbs whu! storkn, of dh~

●*stww**

Stofo In .ccofdanc@ with 29 CPX I91O.1M.

IJOffdlnq ●nd S?oundlnw. Sutml- Wkttl lW timoondwtkvft WWch
&ma h Igfdtd by cloetmslslk sf)wks, -M kc skotad kn w bm

kwh h m-t tIm bonding ●nd WOUndlng
?

ulddnos SPSICMkOd kn NfPA ?3- t~l
lfacommmdd %~tko on Stalk Ekutfk ty.

Stwa ●wsy tmm kwompattbk sttbstomcos.

K..p contsinot ttgh!ly clfnod. Pvokcttfom●nposwotookofIkght,

● %2@0sal* ●

Ltkposal mu-t tw in sccotdmc@ wklh skndmts ●ppfkabh to
tmwdouo WSStO, 40CfR 262. EPA HmsIdou6 WQOIO Numbu LKr’”’ d

● **,9*.4*.*.**.*.*** ●**e** **a*O***** *0*** **8** *****b ●be*aaa=9** *9*** a9e****8**

CONOtTkONS TO AVOVD

Avoid COfliSCl with hcstr $pS(k8. tlw8ws. w OthW soumm et I@=. V.-
may @ ●X@OShM ●nd /mkcwIouw d. mot .fkOW “ —=-Ufv POmO-01 In ●m..
Oo mot o.mthoat con!a non; comain.m mmy vkokomtty rwptum ond tcavd c
Conakdwobfo dkmneo III Mat Ot Itfo,

.b.. .ti . . . . . . . . . . . .** . . . . . ..*6.. **... *6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..*. ***** **.....

SPtLL ANO LEAK PROCSOURCS

OCCtJPATkONAL SRLU
&:#tt ,,”*UWI mum”, “a NW”, smokkn, Oa Vkllws k *.* W“. **.

you can da N wkthout rtsk. Wat.r spray may f.duvm v8pof; but kk mC.V
not pmvwtt Ignltlen In ckosd s aces, Foc unaVt ●pkklx toko up wkth uad w
Othw norlcom ?busiibh ●b8&bm mmmkl ●od P4SC0 Into cootslnors tofkt.c
dkpoml. hf IWSW w41N. dkk- tw ●head 01 s@tk VW bLW dmPOSA kcap
uJtlmJn&rycP&pko ●way; ksokals hazard WOa ●nd dmy Ofm’y.St- ~ ~

RspoftobhQuwloty (m) Sooo
Th9 S41pNtund Ammdmonts s? ~M~wk&to8181SW~
ftwtavob* @qucttoof#19swthuv ttmmpWtAM4 J.



.—. —.
PACE : 5+.

w! DATEt ‘b6/24/S5 ACCT : S4W2SO12

I-X: M5174%92 CAT m: A29S2(” ‘, ~ PO ROR : 54G32603

wbclohcs b lmm*dktofr c’.porfcd to the IOCDI cmw ●p q Pf.nnlq mmwlwtw
●d lfm smle ●mwamcy fcsponso Commlsllon (4O C R 3 5.40) II ho wloas, 01
~:bst~- k r.wwtabh u~dot CERC~ SCC,IW 103, tha N.tIwmI R.SJW

must be no!lkd tmmdlataly ●t 800) 424-SS02 w (302) 426-267 In Ihe
mampoll:tn WaMnSton. D C. ●ma (40 FR 302 6).

------ ------ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .
PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT

RESPtffATO~
TM lollowkmr wspkra!om ●nd maximum usc cenwnlmtlons ●te tacommw!datlons

b#tlO~.$AOOpa,!mtIIt .! N,,llh ●nd “umw S4rVlc8A WOSH %@@! IMc40 to
xu’ds. NIOSM ccitwk docwwnts of by Iho US. Ospcrfmont 01

Lcbor. 2S CFft 1010 Sub Wt Z.
t’The SP.CIIIC rnplr~!or so cckd mucl bo bmcd on contamlncllon fcvoh found

In tho work pkw. must not ●ncwd lha wrklng Ilmits of Iho ms iralot snd
fbe )ohtlly .P roved b the N@ltonal Insltluto lot Occuptlmnsl Sa ●ty ●nd

ElNwalth ●d I ● Mm- .!OIY ●nd Ho.tlh Adminlsllsllen (NIOSH .MSHA)

N. SUTVL ALCOHOL

1000 prom. ArIy powomd ● 18 pu,,frang ,= SPIISIIM wtlh oIgmIc vapod
c~ttud~o(s).

Anv chomkol CWtddSO wsP4raWt w!th s lull kcoticco ●nd o,gontc
V*- c~rlrldnele ).

1~ ~- by $u@kd. ●k 19Spird0? opet cwd tm s CO$I!IIIUOU* IIOW mod*

3S00 prom- Anv ●lr-pudfyin full f*c*pkco ws ratot (sss m8sk) wllh s
!chkn-slv!o or fmn or back-mount ~o,~.”ic v.po, conk,.,

Any *t-coM41ti btaathins +PWStUS wnh ● W f*WPWW
Any Wpplffl-olt twpkslot Wllh ● full l.c@OcO.

EOOO pm- Amy ●wPPIkd. slr IwPlmtoI wl!h ● Iufl kcopkca ●nd opomfd In ●
pr.wwwdemwtd or otfwr pcmktvo prwwmc mod..

f%up.- Anv ●k- puff m fullS*=IH rcsphtoc f DC mosk) with s
T! 7chin-slyk or ton!- or bac -mwntod organ c vapor csnimor.

Aq ●ppmpckta cwcp@ . type s-l! 00ntolclod brO*fMng ●wcratws

POX ~NO ANG OTNER fMMEOfATELY DANGEROUS TO Llfl! Of! HEALTH CONDITIONS:

Any sstf-cwwhsci tiathln~ ●P ●r*tus that h- ● lult faccpkco ●nd k
Je-~1.d ~ ● Pcescut*-d*m~fi of othcf PWWVO- Pcoswro modo

AIW suPPMo+ak m8P4f.101 lfwt has b full f*C0P*9 snd k o mtod In s
rpmcwm-d.mmd or othw posttkc prwwr. mod. In comb nation wllh ●n

WJIMIWV wlt-contalmd bmahlng -ppwm!s opwakd M prasmwc-dwvcnd
of Othot posktlw-prwsw. modo.

gktoktmm”
st wa! ●pproprlak prokcllw (Imfwvtws,) ctothln$ ●nd .qotom.nt

to WWOat ropwlcd or prolenad skin contact with this wbstanco.

Okovfm
Employn WI@ _ WWOP?IQ1O pmtwtl.o glova 10 proven! conloct wllh lhk
4vb9t*nc9.
m PmTKnoN:
Employoc must wear sptash ptool of dust -rcsktant sslety gqf$ks 10 pfovcnl
0y4 Wm4cf With this wbcknc*.

CmNS@RCYw wnh Wlwcw tfwroh ●y posslblllfyfhc!-n .mpfoyn.s arcs may
ba anpocod to thk wbctmcc. tho .mpldyar should provkck ●n wc wwh
bvnkln wifhln tha Imm.dia. wwk ●roa tot emwgwwy WC.

AuTHORIZED - FISHER SCfENTIFIC INC.
CREATION OATE: 10JOIM4 REtlSION OATC: t Ill 0/S4

.
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State Omce of the Environment DUsseMorf
(OriginalhastheC@ of Am of the Ahinkativc District of DOsseIdorf)

.-—-.

slJ&06iaoflhe EmhTmYx . ~ 90,40549 MddOlf

To
The Company
Bayer AG
Business Group Animal Health
attn. Dr. Neukam

C!mmicawiillxgiwaby
~ Biexnmnn

Tel. No.: 021 1/5778-348

51368 Monheirn

Your Reference, Your communication of My Reference IMsseldoti, 07.09.95
221 l-Bi-

Concsrning: Environmental Assessment
●

Dear Dr. Neukarq

The manufacture of Enrofloxacin at your premises in Wuppertal-EHeld has been approved
in accordance ~’th the Federal Imission Control Act (Bundes-Immisionsschutzgesetz). This
ocaumd til[ lately by the approval of (he President of the Administrative District of IXisseldorf
issued on 28.04. 1994,Certificate: 55.8851. 1/3859.

Such approval is only given if it has been ensured that humans, animals and p!ant$ the soil, the
water and the atmosphere as well as cultural and other properties are protected from harmful
environmental ef%cts and from risks, substantial detriment and substantial inconvenience and
that meaures commensurate with the state of technology have been taken to protect against
harrnfld effkcts upon environment.

In addition other public regulations, in particularfor the protection of nature, the landscape
and water must not bar the intended action.

Prior to approval being issued, all the relevant environmental aspa have therefore been
checked with the p~’cipation or the responsible authorities. l%is guarantees that at the time of
approval all valid regulations are adhered to.

The facilitiy is also subject of the specific supetision by the state environmental authorities. To
my knowiedge no complaints worthy of note are pending.

Yours faithfidly

By authority
(Biermann)

(Original signed)
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Staatliches Umweltamt Dilsseldorf

F-
Bayix AG
GeSehaSbereieh Tiirgesundheit
z. I-id.Heam Dr. Neukam

51368 Mcmheim

Ihr Z&hen und Tag MeinZ.eichen
2211-Bi -

&&- FDA- Enviromend assessment

Se& ge&ter Herr Dr. N-

AAlcl$laldk

H Biemnsnn

0211 / 577&348

IXlssMo* 12J)9.95

.

die Hecm4hmg von Enrofloxacinin hem Werk in Wuppertal-E1berfkldist gemall den Vorsc&ifh dea
Bundes-immissionsschutzgesetzes konz.essioniert.Dies gesehah zuletzt m.itdem Genehmigungsbexbeid
des Re@mgsp rZsiderueaDfisseldorfvom 28.04.1994, AZ: 55.8851.4. U3859.

Eiie demtige &sdrnigung wird nur erteilg wemnsiehergesteltt ~ M Meoseheq Tiere und Pflanzq
der ~ das Wasser, die AtrnospMiresowie Kuhq@ter und sonstige Sa.ch@tervor ach%dliebm
Umwelteinwirkungen und vor Gct%hreqerhebliehenNae.hteileaund erheblichenBe&st@o.gm
geschtitzt werdea und naeh dem Stand der TeehnikVorsorge gegen scMdliche UrnweJteinwMmngea
getroffm Wird.

Aullerdezn dti andere&Tentlich-rechtlieheVorsehrifb - insbesonderead aus dem Natur-,
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APPENDIX 3
Study Report Summaries
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Bayer Report No.: 73353

Title: Water volubility of BAY Vp 2674

Authors: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, Missouri
ABC Study No. 34529

summary: Following TAD Guideline 3.01, the aqueous volubility of 14C-labeled
BAY Vp 2674 was determined at pH 5,7, and 9. Triplicate test systems were

prepared in phosphate buffers at each level, and duplicate analyses of each test
s~-stem were made on each analysis day. Measurements of radioactivity were
made with a liquid scintillation counter. Values reported w-ere the means of all
~alues obtained from three or more analysis days. The volubility at pH 5 was
1100 mg/L, the volubility at pH 7 was 250 mg/L, and the solubility at pH 9 was
600 mg/L.

—_

.-—=.
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Bayer Report No.: 73409---

Title: Vapor Pressure of BAY Vp 2674

Authors: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: ABC Labs, Columbi~ Missouri
ABC Study No. 73409

Summary: Vapor pressure of BAY Vp 2674 was determined according to TAD Guideline
3.03 utilizing a gas-saturation technique and analysis by HPLC and fluorescence
detection. Three separate determinations were made. At 25”C, the vapor pressure
was less than 1 x 10-7mm Hg (torr).

_

_—_
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Bayer Report No.: 73390.—===%

Title: n-OctanolAVater Partition Coefficient for Bay Vp 2674

Authors: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: M. C. Bowman and Associates, Pine Bluff, Arkansas
Bowman Study No. 2674RPTH

summary: Following TAD Guideline 3.02, the partition coefficient was determined at pH 5,
7, and 9 for two concentrations, 10 and 100 ppm, corresponding to 4% and 40%
of the volubility at pH 7 (250 ppm, 25°C). The n-Octanol/water partition
coefllcients at 25°C were 0.4 (pH 5), 3.1 (pH 7), and 0.7 (pH 9).

___

.n
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Bayer Report No.: 106564~--

Title: Analysis of [2,3 -Piperazinyl 13C2]/[4-14C]Enrofloxacin Residues in Cattle Urine
and Feces

Authors: A.M. Kasper and B. A. Shadrick

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Bayer Study Number EN191401

summary: Urine and feces from male and female cattle previously treated with
14C-enrofloxacin at the maximum recommended treatment rate (5 mg/kg/day
administered subcutaneously for 5 consecutive days; Miles Report No. 106579)
were analyzed to determine the metabolizes excreted fi-om cattle. The urine and
feces collected 24 hours afler the first dose and 24 hours after the last dose were
analyzed. Approximately 46°/0 of the excreted radioactivity was contained in the
urine. Of the radioactivity in the urine, 42°/0 was comprised of ciprofloxacin or
ciprofloxacin conjugates and 4°/0was comprised of enrofloxacin (20/0), ring-
opened oxociprofloxacin (10/0), desethylene enrofloxacin (O.10/0), and three
unknown metabolizes (1%). Approximately 54% of the excreted radioactivity was
contained in the feces from the cattle. Of the radioactivity in the feces, 24°/0 was
comprised of enrofloxacin, 10°/0was ciprofloxacin, 7°/0was 7-
arninofluoroquinolone, 4°/0was oxociprofloxacin, 3°/0was ring-opened
oxociprofloxacin, 10/0was 7-acetoaminofluoro-quinolone, 10/0was desethylene
enrofloxacin, and 5°Awas bound residues. The primary residues excreted by
cattle are enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin; the remaining residues each represent
<100/0 of the administered dose. The distribution of the me~bolites was

approximately the same in the male and female cattle.
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Bayer Report No.: 73955.-.

Title: Dissociation Constant for Enrofloxacin (Bay Vp 2674)

Author: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: M. C. Bowman and Associates
Mount Id% Arkansas

summary: The study was conducted according to TAD Guideline 3.04. The dissociation
constant (@Q was determined using a titration/potentiostatic method whereby
solutions of enrofloxacin are titrated with standardized acid and base solutions,
The pK. values were determined to be 6.27 an 7.73.

—-

..—’%

J:users\linda\enviroas”g ggeaOO1. doc Page 65 of 120 2/29196



Bayer Report h’o.: 106423~-.

Title: Hydrolysis of 14C-Enrofloxacin in Buffered Aqueous Solutions

Authors: R Fernando, S. M. Schwietzer, R. A. Kok, and P. Y. Yen

Reference: Battelle Columbus Operations, Columbus, Ohio
Battelle Study No. SC930295
(Bayer Study No. EN072401)

summary: The stability of enrofloxacin in aqueous buffers was determined according to
methods and procedures set forth by TAD 3.09. The stability was determined at
pH 5, 7, and 9 for 5 days at 50”C. The method of identification and quantification
of “C-enrofloxacin was by HPLC with a radiochemical flow detector. No
hydrolysis of enrofloxacin occurred under the test conditions.

—
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Bayer Report No.: 106562_—-

Title: Photodegradation of [4-14C]Enrofloxacin in Sterile Buffer

Authors: A. M. Kasper, B. A. Shadrick, and T. E. Demerit

Reference: Bayer Study No. EN082401

summary: The photodegradation of enrofloxacin was evaluated in sterile buffers at pH 5,7,
and 9 in accordance with the FDA TAD 3.10. An actinometer reference chemical
was employed as an approximate measure of sunlight intensity as specified in the
TAD. The photolysis experiments were conducted in sterile buffer solutions at an
initial concentration of 5 ppm enrofloxacin. The first-order photodegradation rate
constants for enrofloxacin at pH 5, 7, and 9 were 0.0337, 0.2029, and 0.0486
days-[, respectively. The degradation half-lives for enrofloxacin were calculated
to be 20.6 min at pH 5, 3.4 min at pH 7, and 14.3 min at pH 9. Enrofloxacin
rapidly degraded into various photoproducts which in turn were ~er
transformed. Attempts to identi~ the transient photoproducts were unsuccessful.
After 41 hours of irradiation, only numerous minor components remained; no
individual photoproduct represented more than 10°/0of the applied radioactivity.

_—_
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Bayer Report No.: 73954.-.

Title: Absorption Spectra for Enrofloxacin (Bay Vp 2674)

Author: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: M. C. Bowman and Associates
Mount Ida, Arkansas

summary: The study was conducted according to TAD Guideline 3.05. Absorption spectra
for enrofloxacin were determined in the ultraviolet (350 -190 nm) and visible
(800 -350 nm) regions of the electromagnetic spectrum. Analyses of triplicate
solutions of 10 pg enrofloxacin/ml 0.05 M phosphate buffer at three pHs
indicated the major absorption maximum at271 nm, a secondary doublet at 322
and 344 nm, and a minor, poorly defined maximum, at 225 nm.

_——_

_—_
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Bayer Report No.: 73742.-.

Title: Soil Adsorption Constant for Enrofloxacin

Authors: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: M. C. Bowman and Associates
Mount Ida, Arkansas

summary: A sorption/desorption study was conducted according to TAD 3.08. Soil
adsorption constants were determined for three different types of soil (silty clay
loam, silty loam, silt loam) ranging in pH from 6.0 to 7.3 and organic matter
content fi-om 1.8 to 2.6 percent. Greater than 99°/0 adsorption of enrofloxacin was
observed for all three soil types. The adsorption constants (IQ determined ranged
from 861 to 3,900. The K& values ranged from 81,300 to 185,670.

A-%
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Bayer Report No.: 106555
n

.-—.

Title:

Authors:

Reference:

summary:

Sorption/Desorption of 14C-Enrofloxacin on Soils by the Batch Equilibrium
Method

T. R. Fernando, L. A. Burrows, D. S. First, and P. Y. Yen

Battelle Columbus Operations, Columbus, Ohio
Battelle Study No. SC930281
Bayer Study No. EN182101

A sorption/resorption study was conducted according to TAD 3.08.
lqC-Enrofloxacin in 0.01 M CaClz was applied to four soils (loam, silt Ioarn, clay
loam, and sandy loam) in order to determine the maximum sorption of
enrofloxacin to the soils, the minimum amount of time required to reach
maximum sorption, and the relative resorption of enrofloxacin from the soils.
The 0.01 M CaC12 was used to approximate the ionic conditions present in the
natural environment, and the CaC12 did not inhibit the sorption of the enrofloxacin
to the soils. The results of the study are summarized in the following table.

Soil Type; Soil Series; and Source

Silt Loam; Clay Loam; I Sandy Loam; Loam;
Drummer; Bearden; Tifton; Morley;

Parameters Champaign, IL Casselton, ND Meigs, GA Allen Co., IN

pH 6.2 7.7 5.5 5.5
Organic Carbon (Yo) 1.9 1.7 1.3 1.1
Organic Matter (%) 3.3 3.0 2.2 2.0

Cation Exchange
Capacity (meq/100g) 24.5 29.6 4.5 8.0

Sand/Silt/Clay (%) 23/26/51 27/3 1/42 70/12/18 36/24/40
Adsorption (Yo) 99.9 99.8 99.7 99.9
Resorption (%) 0.06 0.09 0.18 0.07

K~ 5502 3466 970 3915

Koc 289568 203906 74635 355941

Nearly complete (> 99.50A) sorption of enrofloxacin to the soils occurred within
2 hours of exposing the soils to the enrofloxacin solution. Resorption of the
bound enrofloxacin from the soils was slow (< 0.260A) under the conditions
specified by the FDA (5 ml of 0.01 M CaClz/g soil). Enrofloxacin is tightly

.-” bound to soils.

J:users\linda\enviroasgggeaOO 1.doc Page 70 of 120 2[29196



.-.
Bayer Report No.: 106557

P.

Title: Sorption/Resorption of 14C-Enrofloxacin in Cattle Manure and Poultry
Excreta and 14C-Ciprofloxacin in Cattle Manure

Authors: M. D. Williams, L. G. Heim, and P. Y. Yen

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, Missouri
ABC Study No. 41452
Bayer Study No. EC1 82401

summary: The study was conducted following methods and procedures set forth in TAD
3.08, except that manure was substituted for soil. 14C-Enrofloxacin solution was
applied to cattle manure, chicken excreta, and turkey excreta in order to determine
the maximum sorption of enrofloxacin to the manure/excre~ the minimum
amount of time required to reach maximum sorption, and the relative resorption
of enrofloxacin from the manure/excreta.

Manure/Excreta

Parameters Cattle Chicken Turkey

pH 8.7 7.3 6.0
Organic Carbon (%) 37.6 35.3 32.7
Organic Matter (’%) 64.7 60.7 56.2

Cation Exchange Capacity
(meq/100g) 40.9 19.3 38.7

Adsorption (VO) 67-85 44-63 29-41
Resorption (’??) 11-30 33-54 51-72

367 139 64.6

:. 976 395 198

The sorption of enrofloxacin was up to 85% to cattle manure, 63?40to chicken
excreta, and 410/0 to turkey excreta. The percent resorption of the adsorbed
enrofloxacin was up to 30°/0 from cattle manure, 54°/0 from chicken excreta, and
72V0 from turkey excreta. Maximum sorption occurred within approximately
2 hours.
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Similarly, 14C-ciprofloxacin was applied to cattle manure.

Parameters Cattle Manure

pH 8.7
Organic Carbon (%) 37.6
Organic Matter (%) 64.7

Cation Exchange Capacity

(meq/100g) 40.9
Adsorption (%) 71-84
Resorption (%) 10-24

b 399

Kc 1062

The sorption of ciprofloxacin was up to 84% to the manure. The percent
resorption of the adsorbed ciprofloxacin was up to 24% from the manure.
Maximum sorption occurred within approximately 2 hours. The
sorption/resorption of ciprofloxacin to poultry excreta is expected to be similar to
that of enrofloxacin.

.-

.-.-.
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Bayer Report No.: 106560—..——.

_—_

Title: Aerobic Biodegradation of [4-14C]Enrofloxacin in Soil and Feces

Authors: A. M. Kasper, B. A. Shadrick, and V. A. Marlow

Reference: Bayer Study No. EN042101

summary: The aerobic biodegradation of [4-14C]enrofloxacin in 3 soils, in feces of cattle not
previously treated with enrofloxacin, and in feces of cattle previously
administered a series of subcutaneous injections of [14C]enrofloxacin was
investigated in accordance with TAD 3.12. The test systems were maintained for
64 days, and over the course of the 64 days only trace amounts of 14COZwere
measured indicating that enrofloxacin mineralized very slowly. At the end of the
64-day study, 13 to 15% of the enrofloxacin in the 3 soil test systems had
degraded to a combination of desethylene ciprofloxacin, ciprofloxacin, and
hydroxylated enrofloxacin. At the end of the 64-day study, the degradation of
enrofloxacin added to the feces from untreated cattle was similar to that
determined for the 3 soil systems. At the end of the 64-day study, the amount of
enrofloxacin in the feces from cattle treated with 14C-enrofloxacin had decreased
fi-om 78% (at the start of the study) to 54Y0. The half-life of enrofloxacin in the
3 soils ranged from 359 to 696 days. The half-life of enrofloxacin in the feces
from cattle not previously treated with enrofloxacin was 468 days, and the half-
Iife of enrofloxacin in the feces of cattle previously treated with 14C-enrofloxacin
was 142 days.
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Bayer Report No.: 106772
---

Title: Biodegradation of 14C-Enrofloxacin and 14C-Ciprofloxacin by Aspergillus
chvatus, Cunninghamellaelegans, Trichoderma hamatum, and
Phanerochaete chrysosporium

Authors: Z. Yan, D. Harris, and I. Kelley

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, MO
ABC Study No. 41591
Bayer Study No. EC041401

summary: This study was conducted in support of biodegradation studies in manure and soil
(TAD 3.12). 14C-Enrofloxacin and 14C-Ciprofloxacin solutions were applied to
cultures of four fhngi, Aspergillus clavatus, Cunninghamella elegans,
Trichoderma hamatum,and Phanerochaete chrysosporium, in order to determine
their potential to biotransform and mineralize the test compounds. During the
35-day test period, 100°/0biotransformation of enrofloxacin to five degradates
occurred in the Phanerochaete culture, 22°/0 in the Cunninghamella culture, 19°/0
in the Aspergillus culture, and 150/0in the Trichoderma culture. Ciprofloxacin
degradation was slower than that of enrofloxacin, and 36% biotransformation of
ciprofloxacin to four degradates occurred in the Phanerochaete culture, 23°/0 in
the Cunninghamella culture, 40’% in the Aspergillus culture, and 25V0 in the
Trichoderma culture. Approximate 2% of the *4C-enrofloxacin was recovered

,2’
from the Phanerochaete culture as COZ, 0.02% from the Curminghamella and
Trichoderma cultures, and 0% from the Aspergillus culture. Less than 2’%o of the
l~C-ciprofloxacin was recovered from the Phanerochaete culture as 14COZand
approximately O.10/0from the Cunninghamella,Trichoderma, and Aspergillus
cultures.
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Bayer Report No.: 106436—--.

.—.

Title: Physical Chemical Properties of Ciprofloxacin

Authors: J. Blasberg, P, Y. Yen, and V. A. Marlow

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Inc.
ABC Labs Study No. 41483
Bayer Study No. CN201301

summary: The studies were conducted according to TAD 3.01 (Water Volubility), TAD 3.02
(n-Octanol/Water Partition Coefficient), TAD 3.03 (Vapor Pressure), TAD 3.04
(Dissociation Constant), and TAD 3.05 (UV-Visible Absorption Spectrum).

The aqueous volubility of ciprofloxacin was determined to be 292 ppm at pH 5,
59.1 ppm at pH 7, and 200 ppm at pH 9. The n-octanol/water partition coefficient
of ciprofloxacin was determined using 3 buffered aqueous systems: pH 5 ~W =
0.0852, pH 7 ~W = 0.165, and pH 9 ~W = 0.0360. The vapor pressure of
ciprofloxacin is <10-7 mm Hg (torr). The dissociation constants of ciprofloxacin
are pK~ = 5.71 and pKb = 9.59. The UV-visible absorption spectrum was obtained
for ciprofloxacin, and absorption maxima were observed at 315 and 328 nm in
pH 5 buffer, 322 and 333 nm in pH 7 buffer, and 321 and 334 run in pH 9 buffer.

—
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Bayer Report No.: 106430_—_-

Title: Hydrolysis of 14C-Ciprofloxacin in Buffered Aqueous Solutions

Authors: T. R. Fernando, S. M. Schwietzer, R. A. Kok, and P. Y. Yen

Reference: Battelle Columbus Operations, Columbus, Ohio
Battelle Study No. SC930297
Bayer Study No. CN027401

summary: The stability of ciprofloxacin in aqueous buffers was determined according to
methods and procedures set forth by TAD 3.09. The stability was determined at
pH 5, 7, and 9 for 5 days at 50°C. The method of identification and quantification
of 14C-ciprofloxacin was by HPLC with a radiochemical flow detector. No
hydrolysis of ciprofloxacin occurred under the test conditions.

—

—.
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Bayer Report No.: 106563-

Title: Photodegradation of [4-14C]Ciprofloxacin in Sterile Buffer

Authors: A. M. Kasper, B. A. Shadrick, and T. E. Demerit

Reference: Bayer Study No. CN082401

summary: The photodegradation of ciprofloxacin was evaluated in sterile buffer at pH 5,7,
and 9 in accordance with the FDA TAD 3.10. An actinometer reference chemical
was employed as an approximate measure of sunlight intensity as specified in the
TAD. The photolysis experiments were conducted in sterile buffer solutions at an
initial concentration of 5 ppm ciprofloxacin. The first-order photodegradation
rate constants for ciprofloxacin at pH 5, 7, and 9 were 0.0149, 0.769, and
0.0300 days-l, respectively. The degradation half-lives for ciprofloxacin were
calculated to be 46.4 min at pH 5, 9.0 min at pH 7, and 23.1 min at pH 9.
Ciprofloxacin rapidly degraded into various photoproducts which in turn were
further transformed. Attempts to identifi the transient photoproducts were
unsuccessful. After 41 hours of irradiation only numerous minor components
remained; no individual photoproducts represented more than 10°/0 of the applied
radioactivity.

-—.

-—.
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Bayer Report No.: 106556
__—-.

Title:

Authors:

Reference:

summary:

Sorption/Desorption of 14C-Ciprofloxacin on Soils by the Batch Equilibrium
Method

T. R. Fernando, L. A. Burrows, D. S. First, and P. Y. Yen

Battelle Columbus Operations, Columbus, Ohio
Battelle Study No. SC930282
Bayer Study No. CN182101

The study was conducting according to TAD 3.08. 14C-Ciprofloxacin in
0.01 AI CaClz was applied to four soils (loam, silt loam, clay loam, and sandy
loam) in order to determine the maximum sorption of ciprofloxacin to the soils,
the minimum amount of time required to reach maximum sorption, and the
relative resorption of enrofloxacin fi-om the soils. The 0.01 A4 CaC12 was used to
approximate the ionic conditions present in the natural environment, and the
CaC12 did not inhibit the sorption of the ciprofloxacin to the soils. The results of
the study are presented in the following table.

Soil Type; Soil Series; and Source

Silt Loam; Clay Loam; Sandy Loam; Loam;
Drummer; Bearden; Tifton; Morley;

Parameter Champaign, IL Casselton, ND Meigs, GA Allen Co., IN

pH 6.2 7.7 5.5 5.5
Organic Carbon (VO) 1.9 1.7 1.3 1.1
Organic Matter (VO) 3.3 3.0 2.2 2.0

Cation Exchange
Capacity (meq/100g) 24.5 29.6 4.5 8.0

Sand/Silt/Cla>- (?!) 23/51/26 27/3 1/42 70/12/18 36/24/40
Adsorption (%) 99.5 99.3 99.4 98.7
Resorption (%) 0.27 0.36 0.33 0.62

918 601 544 1479

2. 48341 35342 41841 134465

hTearly complete (> 99. lYo) sorption of ciprofloxacin to the soils occurred within
2 hours of exposing the soils to the ciprofloxacin solution. Resorption of the
bound ciprofloxacin from the soils was slow (< O.69’%O)under the conditions
specified by the FDA guideline (5 ml of 0.01 M CaC12/g soil). Ciprofloxacin is
tightly bound to soils.

——.
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— Bayer Report No.: 106561

Title: Aerobic Biodegradation of [4-’4C]Ciprofloxacin in Soil

Authors: A. M. Kasper, B. A. Shadrick, and V. A. Marlow

Reference: Bayer Study No. CNO421O1

summary: The aerobic biodegradation of [4-14C]ciprofloxacin in 3 soils was investigated
following TAD Guideline 3.12. The test systems were maintained for 65 days,
and over the course of the 65 days only trace amounts of 14C02 were measured
indicating that ciprofloxacin mineralized very slowly. At the end of the 65-day
study, the extracted residues accounted for 82 to 97°A of the applied radioactivity
and were comprised of ciprofloxacin (75 to 93!X0of the extracted residues) and
3 components (each less than 50/0of the extracted residues).

.

----
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Bayer Report No.: 73694
.-.

Title: Biological Effects of Enrofloxacin on Rainbow Trout, Bluegill Sunfish and
Daphnia

Author: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: ABC Laboratories
Colurnbi~ MO

summary: Three acute toxicity tests were conducted to assess the toxicity of enrofloxacin to
trouL bluegill and Daphnia magna. The fish studies were conducted under flow-
through conditions for a 96-hour period. The Daphnia study was conducted under
flow-through conditions for a 48-hour period. Fish were exposed to nominal
concentrations of 0.62, 1.2, 2.5, 5.0, and 10 mg enrofloxacin/L. No mortality or
sublethal effects were observed in any test level for either bluegill or rainbow
trout after 96-hours of exposure. No LC~Ocould be determined for either species.
The NOEC for bluegill and trout was ~ 10 mg/L,

Duphnia were exposed to nominal concentrations of 0.72, 1.2,2.5,4.3, and 10 mg
enrofloxacin/L. No mortality or sublethal effects were observed in any test level
after 48-hours of exposure. No EC50 could be determined. The NOEC was
~10 mg/’L.
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__ Bayer Report No.: 745o7

Title: Acute Toxicity of Enrofloxacin to the Bluegill (Lepomis macrochirus) Under
Static Renewal Conditions

Author: L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Stilwell, Kansas
Study No. EN81 0301

summary: A 96-hour acute fish toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline
4.11. An initial range-finding test was conducted as a limit test using one
concentration (200 mg/L nominal) to see if any mortality would occur at the limit
of soIubility. Since mortality was observed in this test, a second range-finding
test was conducted as per the TAD using a range of concentrations (100, 10,
I mg/L) to determine the test levels for the definitive study. The results from both
range-find tests, as presented in the report, were combined. The results of the
second range-finding test were used to establish the concentrations for the
deftitive test. Bluegill were exposed for 96 hours under static renewal conditions
to mean measured concentrations of 18.6-198 mg enrofloxacin/L of water (ppm).
The test solutions were renewed after the initial 48 hours of exposure had elapsed
(Day 2). Test solutions were analyzed for actual concentration of test compound
on Day O in the freshly made test solutions, on Day 2 in the freshly made test
solutions and on Day 4 in the old test solutions. The comparison of the Day 2 and
Day 4 results demonstrated that after 48 hours in the test system, the test
compound was stable. These solutions did not show significant degradation and
had recoveries ranging from 81 to 103 percent of nominal.

In addition, the stability information is supported by a stability check performed
during method validation for enrofloxacin. The stability check showed that after
96 hours (without renewal), there was still 88 percent enrofloxacin parent still
present in the test system.

Singly, or combined, these data demonstrated that enrofloxacin was stable in the
test solutions over the course of the study.

The 96-hour LC~Owas 216 ppm (the concentration lethal to 50V0 of the bluegill),
the low effect concentration was 33.5 ppm, and the no effect concentration was
18.6 ppm.

_—

J:users\Iinda\enviroas gggeaOO 1.doc page 81 of 120 2129196



Bayer Report No.: 74501-

Title: Acute Toxicity of Enrofloxacin to the Rainbow Trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss)
Under Static Renewal Conditions

Author: L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Stilwell, Kansas
Study No. EN812201

summary: A 96-hour acute fish toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline
4.11. An initial range-finding test was conducted as a limit test using one
concentration (200 mg/L nominal) to see if any mortality would occur at the limit
of volubility. Since mortality was observed in this test, a second range-finding
test was conducted as per the TAD using a range of concentrations (100, 10,
1 mg/L) to determine the test levels for the definitive study. The results fi-om both
range-find tests, as presented in the report, were combined. The results of the
second range-finding test were used to establish the concentrations for the
definitive test. Rainbow trout were exposed for 96 hours under static renewal
conditions to mean measured concentrations of 18.5 to 196 mg enrofloxaciti of
~vater @pm). The test solutions were renewed after the initial 48 hours of
exposure had elapsed (Day 2). Analysis of the 48-hour old test solutions
demonstrated no significant degradation (92 to 100 percent recovery). The test
solutions at test termination (also 48 hours old) were also analyzed. These
solutions did not show significant degradation and had recoveries ranging from
100 to 106 percent.

In addition, the stability information is supported by a stability check performed
during method validation for enrofloxacin. The stability check showed that after
96 hours (without renewal), there was still 88 percent enrofloxacin parent still
present in the test system. Photodegradation did not occur to any significant
effect during the toxicity test as demonstrated by the analytical values. The lack
of photodegradation in the study was probably due to the fact that the light energy
was two orders of magnitude lower than used for the photolysis study and was of
a different quality.

The 96-hour LC~Owas> 196 ppm, the low effect concentration was 61.9 ppm, and
the no effect concentration was 33.5 ppm.

——
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Bayer Report No.: 106595–-

Title: Acute Toxicity of Enrofloxacin to Daphnia magna

Authors: S. L. Hicks, M. Muckerman, H. Murrell

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, MO
ABC Study No. 41281

summary: A static acute toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.08.
Daphnia magna were exposed for 48 hours to mean measured concentrations of
enrofloxacin ranging from 5.60 to 96.8 ppm. Test solutions were analyzed at
O hours, 24 hours and 48 hours during the study. The test compound was stable
during the conduct of the study and the analytical results showed that the
measured concentrations ranged from 87 to 97°/0 of nominal at Ohours, 86 to 97°/0
of nominal at 24 hours, and 86 to 97°/0 of nominal at 48 hours. The 48-hour EC~O
(the concentration of enrofloxacin which has an effect on 50% of the daphnids)
was 79.9 ppm, and the NOEC (no observed effect concentration) was 23.0 ppm.
Observed effects included staying on the bottom of the test flask, erratic
movement, and trailing extraneous material,
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Bayer Report No.: 106790.-.

Title: Chronic Toxicity of Enrofloxacin to Daphnia magna

Authors: S. L. Hicks, J. Veltri, and A. D. Forbis

Reference: Analytical Bio-Chemistry Labs, Inc.
ABC Study No. 41300

summary: A chronic toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.09.
Daphnia magna were exposed under static renewal conditions to mean measured
concentrations of enrofloxacin ranging from 0.61 to 20 ppm for21 days. Freshly
prepared test solutions were analyzed on Days 0,4, 11 and 18, and old test
solutions were analyzed on Days 7, 14 and 21. The comparison of the data
between Day 4 and Day 7, Day 11 and Day 14, and Day 18 and Day21
demonstrated that the test compound was stable in the test system during the
study. The solutions did not show significant degradation and had recoveries
ranging from 77 to 101 percent of nominal. The 21-day No Observed Effect
Concentration (NOEC) was determined to be 9.8 ppm, and the Lowest Observed
Effect Concentration (LOEC) was determined to be 20 ppm. The Maximum
Acceptable Toxicant Concentration (MATC) was determined to be 14 ppm.

——-_
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Bayer Report No.: 106788
.-,

Title: Acute Toxicityof EnrofloxacintoHyalella azteca Under Static Conditions

Authors: L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Stilwell, Kansas
Miles Study No. CN821401

summary: An acute toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.10. Hyalella
azteca were exposed for 96 hours under static renewal conditions to mean
measured concentrations of enrofloxacin ranging from 12.5 to 206 mg /L (ppm).
The test solutions were renewed after the initial 48 hour exposure period. Test
solutions were analyzed for actual concentration of test compound on Day O in the
freshly prepared test solutions, on Day 2 in the freshly prepared test solutions and
on Day 4 in the old test solutions. The comparison of the Day 2 and Day 4 results
demonstrated, after 48 hours in the test system, the test compound was stable
during the study. These solutions did not show significant degradation and had
recoveries ranging from 101 to 107 percent of nominal. The 96-hour LC~O(the
concentration of enrofloxacin lethal to 50°A of the Hyale/la) was greater than 206
ppm (the maximum volubility of enrofloxacin in the test system).

___
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Bayer Report No.: 106657
–$--%

___

Title: Effect of Enrofloxacin Technical on Growth of the Green Alga (selenastrum
Capricornutum)

Authors: G. G. Gagliano and L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Bayer Study Number EN88 1601

summary: An algae growth study was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.01. Green
algae (Selenastrum capricornutum) were exposed to initial concentrations of
enrofloxacin ranging from 0.016 to 1.04 ppm for 14 days. The test compound
appeared to degrade (probably due to photolysis) during the course of the study.

The photolysis study for enrofloxacin (Bayer Report No. 106562 submitted
August 30, 1995 under INAD 4586) demonstrated that the half-life of the
compound under the conditions of the photolysis study (significantly more intense
irradiation) is a matter of minutes. Adsorption of the compound to cell walls is
possible, but this would be a worst case exposure situation since the compound is
in direct contact with the algae cells. With enrofloxacin, photolysis and
adsorption are artifacts of the standard experimental design for algae growth tests
under TAD 4.01

The Day O concentrations were used for calculating the no observed effect levels
and MICS. The data show that inhibition in the two highest test levels for
enrofloxacin (0.50 and 0.99 ppm) occurred early in the study, and that the algae in
these test levels showed significant recovery by the end of the study. The
recovery most likely correlated with the degradation of the test compounds, and
the inhibition coincided with the concentrations of test compound near or at the
Day O measured concentrations.

Based on the initial measured concentrations, the No Observed Effect
Concentration (NOEC) was 0.25 ppm for maximum standing crop (a
measurement of the biomass of the culture), and the minimum inhibitory
concentration was 0.50 ppm. Based on initial measured concentrations, the
NOEC for the maximum growth rate was 0.13 ppm, and the minimum inhibitory
concentration was 0.25 ppm.
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Bayer Report No.: 10694O
_6-

Title: Growth Rate Effect of 14C-Enrofloxacin to Microcystis aeruginosa

Authors: D. W. Gledhill, A. D. Forbis, and T. Leak

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, MO
ABC Study No. 41576

summary: h algae growth study was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.01.
Microcystis aeruginosa were exposed to initial concentrations of enrofloxacin
ranging from 0.143 to 4.50 ppm for 18 days.

The photolysis study for enrofloxacin (Bayer Report No. 106562 submitted
August 30, 1995 under INAD 4586) demonstrated that the half-life of the
compound under the conditions of the photolysis study (si@ficantly more intense
irradiation) is a matter of minutes. Adsorption of the compound to cell walls is
possible, but this would be a worst case exposure situation since the compound is
in direct contact with the algae cells. With enrofloxacin, photolysis and
adsorption are artifacts of the standard experimental desi~ for algae growth tests
under TAD 4.01

Based on the initial concentrations, the no-observed effect level was 0.143 ppm
for the maximum standing crop (a measurement of the biomass of the culture),
and the minimum inhibitory concentration was 0.283 ppm. For significant effects
on the maximum growth rate, the no-observed effect level w-as 2.22 ppm, and the
minimum inhibitory concentration was 4.50 ppm.
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Bayer Report No.: 106791.-.

Title: Acute Toxicity of Ciprofloxacin to the Bluegill (Lepomis mucrochirus) Under
Static Renewal Conditions

Authors: L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
StiIwell, Kansas
Bayer Study No. CN8103O2

summary: A fish acute toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.11. A
range-finding test was conducted at the limit of volubility (1 O mg/L nominal) to
determine if toxicity occurred at this concentration. Since none of the fish in the
range-finding test died or showed sublethal toxic effects, Bayer chose to conduct
the deftitive study as a limit test. The initial definitive test was conducted as a
limit test using one test concentration (1Omg/L nominal). There were 3 deaths
(15% mortality) at the end of the 96-hour period observed in the limit test.
However, this mortality was not statistically different from the control group
mortality (O”/Omortality). The mortality of the bluegill in the definitive limit test
(measured concentration = 10.6 mg/L) was deemed a possible concern. In order
to be conservative, Bayer chose to conduct a second definitive test using five test
concentrations in order to ensure accurate characterization of the toxicity of
ciprofloxacin to bluegill. There were no mortalities observed in the second
definitive test.

A possible explanation in the difference between the first and second studies was
that each test used a different lot of bluegill obtained from different suppliers.
hTevertheless, statistically, there is no difference between the results of the range-
fmd and two definitive test results. Therefore, the toxicity was adequately
characterized.

Bluegill were exposed for 96 hours to nominal concentrations of 1.19 to 9.85 ppm
ciprofloxacin. The 96-hour LC50 (the concentration of ciprofloxacin lethal to 50°/0
of the fish) was greater than 9.85 ppm (measured), the maximum volubility of
ciprofloxacin in this test system. No abnormal physical or behavioral effects were
observed on the fish at or below the 9.85 ppm test concentration.

The occurrence of turbid test solutions at the highest concentration in the trout
study, but not in the bluegill study, appears to be a case of volubility differential at
varying temperatures. The trout study was conducted at 12°C whereas the
bluegill study was conducted at 22”C. Volubility generally increases as
temperature increases.
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Bayer Report No.: 106775..-=

Title: Acute Toxicity of Ciprofloxacin to the Rainbow Trout (Oncorhynchus nzykiss)
Under Static Renewal Conditions

Authors: L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Stilwell, Kansas
Bayer Study No. CN8 12201

summary: A fish acute toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.11.
Rainbow trout were exposed for 96 hours to a nominal concentration of 10 ppm
ciprofloxacin (1 Omg ciprofloxacin/L dilution water). No abnormal physical or
behavioral effects were observed on the fish. The 96-hour LC~O (the
concentration of ciprofloxacin lethal to 50°/0 of the fish) was geater than 9.4 ppm
(measured), the maximum volubility of ciprofloxacin in this test system.

The Technical Assistance Document 4.11 for freshwater fish acute toxicity
specifies that a graph of the concentration versus mortality line be included in the
report. Accordingly, a representative graph was included as required. This dose-
response curve was accurate and was depicted by a line cum-e defined by the two
points.

–—>
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Bayer Report No.: 106596.-.

Title: Acute Toxicity of Ciprofloxacin to Daphnia magna

Authors: S. L. Hicks and M. Muckerrnan

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbi~ MO
ABC Study No. 41282

summary: h acute toxicity test was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.08. Daphnia
magna were exposed for 48 hours to a mean measured concentration of 9.90 ppm
ciprofloxacin. The 48-hour EC50 (the concentration of enrofloxacin which has an
effect on 50°/0 of the daphnids) was greater than 9.90 ppm (the maximum
volubility of ciprofloxacin in the test system). No effects on the daphnids were
observed at the 9.90 ppm test level.

___—_a

.-=
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Bayer Report No.: 106783
-n

Title: Acute Toxicity of Ciprofloxacin to Hyalella azteca Under Static Conditions

Authors: L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Stilwell, Kansas
Bayer Study No. CN821401

summary: An acute toxicity test was conducting according to TAD Guideline 4.10. Hyalella
azteca were exposed for 96 hours to mean measured concentrations of
ciprofloxacin ranging from 1,25 to 10.2 mg /L (ppm). The 96-hour LC~O(the
concentration of ciprofloxacin lethal to 50°/0 of the Hya/ells) was greater than
10.2 ppm (the maximum volubility of ciprofloxacin in the test system).

__-=
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Bayer Report No.: 106633
m

Title: Effect of Ciprofloxacin Technical on Growth of the Green Alga (Selenastrum
Capricornutum)

Authors: G. G. Gagliano and L. M. Bowers

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Bayer Study Number CN881402

summary: An algae growth study was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.01. Green
algae (Selenastrum capricornutum) were exposed for 14 days to measured initial
concentrations of ciprofloxacin ranging from 0.81 to 12.8 mg ciprofloxacin/L of
test water @pm). The test compound appeared to degrade (probably due to
photolysis) during the course of the study, and all endpoints were based on initial
concentrations of ciprofloxacin.

The photolysis study for ciprofloxacin (Bayer Report No. 106563 submitted
August 30, 1995 under INAD 4586) demonstrated that-the half-life of the
compound under the conditions of the photolysis studies (significantly more
intense irradiation) is a matter of minutes. With ciprofloxacin, photolysis and
adsorption are artifacts of the standard experimental design for algae growth tests
under TAD 4.01.

The Day O concentrations were used for calculating the no observed effect levels
and MICS. The data show that inhibition in the highest level for ciprofloxacin
(12.8 ppm) occurred early in the study, and that the algae in these test levels
showed significant recovery by the end of the study. The recovery most likely
correlated with the degradation of the test compounds, and the inhibition
coincided with the concentrations of test compound near or at the Day O measured
concentrations.

The No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for the maximum standing crop
was >12.8 ppm (the maximum volubility of ciprofloxacin in this test system). For
the maximum growth rate, the NOEC was 6.43 ppm, and the Minimum Inhibitory
Concentration (MIC) was 12.8 ppm.

__—__
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Bayer Report No.: 106627----

Title: Growth Rate Efkct of *4C-Ciprofloxacin to Microcystis aeruginosa

Authors: D. W. Gledhill, A. D. Forbis, and T. Leak

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, MO
ABC Study No. 41577

summary: h algae growth study was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.01.
Microcystis aeruginosa were exposed to initial concentrations of ciprofloxacin
ranging from 0.0691 to 4.24 ppm for 14 days.

The photolysis study for ciprofloxacin (Bayer Report No. 106563 submitted
August 30, 1995 under INAD 4586) demonstrated that the half-life of the
compound under the conditions of the photolysis studies (significantly more
intense irradiation) is a matter of minutes. With ciprofloxacin, photolysis and
adsorption are artifacts of the standard experimental design for algae growth tests
under TAD 4.01.

Based on the initial measured concentrations, the no-observed effect level was
0.0691 ppm for the maximum standing crop (a measurement of the biomass of the
culture), and the minimum itilbitory concentration was O.137 ppm. For
si~ficant effects on the maximum growth rate, the no-observed effect level was
0.0691 ppm, and the minimum inhibitory concentration was 0.137 ppm.
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Bayer Report No.: 106579-—m

—_

Title: I. Depletion of[14C] Emofloxacin Residues in Catilemd Detefitionof
Target Tissue. II. Determination of Desethylene Ciprofloxacin as the
Marker Substance. III. Determination of the R~ for Desethylene
Ciprofloxacin in Cattle Liver.

Authors: L. R. Hall and A. L. Hartz

Reference: Bayer Study Nos. EN040402 and EN040403

summary: Male and female cattle (6 months old at first dose) were treated with [14C]-
enrofloxacin 10°/0 injectable formulation under simulated field conditions. Cattle
were dosed by subcutaneous injection at a rate of 5 mg enrofloxacin/kg body
weightiday once per day for 5 consecutive days. At 8 hours, and 3, 7, and 14 days
after the last dose was administered, the cattle were sacrificed, and the excre~
liver, kidneys, muscle, fat, injection sites, and other tissues were collected. The
depletion of [14C] residues fi-om the tissues was biphasic and very rapid. The rate
of depletion of enrofloxacin-related residues from the liver was the slowest
compared to the other tissues, and on this basis liver was selected as the target
tissue. While the major metabolizes identified in the liver at the 8-hour interval
were enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin (Bayer Report No. 106580), the major
radioactive residue in the liver at the later withdrawal intervals was conjugated
and unconjugated desethylene ciprofloxacin. Desethylene ciprofloxacin was
present in the liver at all of the withdrawal intervals and was selected as the
marker residue.
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Bayer Report No.: 73606__—.

—

Title Acute Dermal Toxicity of Bay Vp 2674 in Albino Rabbits

Authors: D. Elgenberg

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Stilwell, Kansas

summary: The acute dermal toxicity of Bay Vp 2674 was tested in young adult
New 2hkmd White rabbits. Groups of five males and five females weighing
2.81 to 3.67 kg had 2000 mg/kg of Bay Vp 2674 applied to a shaved area of the
back. The dosing area was covered with an occlusive patch for 24 hours, after
which the patch was removed and the animals were observed for 14 days for
mortality and clinical signs. Body weights were recorded on the day of treatment
and on days 7 and 14 after treatment. At the end of the study, the animals were
sacrificed, and a gross necropsy was performed. No clinical signs or deaths were
observed during the study, and no treatment-related gross lesions were observed at
gross necropsy. Body weights increased during the study in all animals with
mean body weight gains for males and females on day 14 of 0.20 kg and 0,29 kg,
respectively. The amount of test material applied per unit area of skin ranged
from 23 to 31 mg/cm2. The dermal LD~Oand the no-observable-effect level were
>2,000 mg/kg for males and females.
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Bayer Report No.: 73466.- ---

Title: Acute Inhalation Toxicity Study with Bay Vp 2674 in Sprague-Dawley Rats

Author: R. Shiotsuka

Reference: Bayer Research Park
Stilwell, Kansas

summary: The acute inhalation toxicity of Bay Vp 2674, tested as a dust, was evaluated in
Sprague-Dawley rats. A group of ten male and ten female rats was exposed for
four hours, by head only, to Bay Vp 2674 at a gravimetric concentration of
3547 mg/m3 (8127 mg/m3 nominal). This concentration was the highest
attainable by the generation and exposure system used. A comparable group of
rats was sham-exposed (conditioned air) to serve as controls. The deaths of
two males and one female were attributed to the test substance. The
compound-related clinical signs of toxicity included rales (4/1 7), gasping (1/17),
and decreased activity (1/1 7). There were no toxicologically significant effects on
weight gain. The compound-related gross lesions (only observed in rats found
dead) included: red turbinates; red lungs; and nasal, ocular, and ventral neck
stains. There were no sex-related differences in toxicity. The LC~Ofor male and
female rats was greater than a gravimetric concentration of 3547 mg
Bay Vp 2674/m3. The NOEL was less than a gravimetric concentration of
3547 mg Bay Vp 2674/m3.
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Bayer Report No.: 73075

Title: Acute Oral Single Dose Studies in Rats, Mice, Rabbits and Dogs

Author: M. Schmidt

Reference: Bayer Institute for Toxicology
Wuppertal, Germany

.—_

summary: The test substance (enrofloxacin technical) was administered as an oral
suspension to Rats (Wistar), Mice (130R:CFW1), Rabbits (Chinchilla), and Dogs
(Beagle). The number of animals per sex per treatment group were: rats -5,
mice -5, rabbits -2, dogs -2. The drug levels tested and duration of dosing were:
rats -630, 1000, and 5000 mg/kg (single day); mice -1000, 2000, 4000, and
5000 mglcg (single day); rabbits -320,500,800, 1200, and 2000 mg/kg (single
day); dogs -1000 and 5000 mg/kg (single day). Observations were made for
14 days. Symptoms observed were such as reduced mobility, trembling, tonic
convulsions, labored breatling, and staggering gait. Signs appeared as early as
15 minutes after exposure with some persisting for 10 days. Pulmonary
congestion and hemorrhage were noted during gross necropsy. Oral LD50’s; male
and female rats >5000 mg/kg; male mice >5000 mg/kg and female mice =
4536 mg/kg; male and female rabbits = 500 to 800 mg/kg. Endpoints for male
and female dogs were not established due to vomition.

—
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Bayer Report No.: 73775.—.

Title: Subchronic Oral Toxicity in Dogs

Author: M. C. Porter

—

Reference: Miles Laboratories
Elkhart, Indiana

summary: Beagles (4 animals per sex per treatment group) were administered enrofloxacin
technical drug substance incorporated into feed for 91 days. The drug levels
tested were O, 100, 320, and 2,500 ppm. No deaths occurre~ but abnormal gait
and/or posture was observed in the high-dose animals by the second week of the
study. Daily observations were conducted. Radiographic examination revealed
that neither bone growth nor density were significantly affected. Physical
examinations including direct ophthalmoscopy were conducted pretreatment and
at termination with the only finding described in the clinical signs section. Body
m-eights and body weight gains were not significantly different for treated and
control animals which were recorded at weekly intervals. Hematology samples
w-ere collected at 2 and 6 weeks as well as at termination with no abnormal
findings. Clinical chemistries were evaluated at 2 and 6 weeks, and at termination
and again with no abnormalities. Urine was collected after weeks 2 and 6, and at
termination with crystal formation in the urine of dogs receiving the high-dose
treatment. Absolute and relative organ weights for treated animals did not differ
significantly from those of controls, but testicular weights were higher for the
treated animals. Superficial erosions of articular cartilage surfaces were seen in
all high-dose dogs and one mid-dose male with no joint lesions in the remaining
mid-dose or low-dose animals. Microscopically, the joint lesions were
characterized by splitting of the articular cartilage surface and disorganization of
chondrocytes. Necrosis and disintegration of hyaline cartilage was seen in some
cases. A marked variation occurred in the appearance of testes including stage of
maturity, diameter of lumen of seminiferous tubules, and vacuolar changes in the
lining cells of the tubules. One dog from the control group and 3 dogs from the
mid-dose group had signs of testicular maturity as evidenced by the production of
tail-containing spermatozoa. None of the low-dose or high-dose animals had any
e~’idence of tailed spermatozoa. Three dogs from the control group and 1each
from the mid- and high-dose groups had immature testes that were characterized
by small seminiferous tubules with little or no lumen and containing a single layer
of spermatogonial cells. Testes from 4 dogs, one each from the low- and high-
dose groups and 2 from the mid-dose group, contained seminiferous tubules with
dilated lumen and often contained more than a single layer of lining cells.
Similar, but less advanced, tubules were observed for one dog from the control
group. Vacuolar change in the apical parts of the spermatogonial cells occurred
in 2 dogs of the low-dose group, 3 dogs of the high-dose group, and 1 dog of the
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control group. me ~b~~ morphology observed for the 2 low-dose and 3 high-
dose animals appe~ed to be beyond the normal limits. The Agency concluded a
NOEL of 100 ppm or eq~v&nt of 3 mg/kg for this study following conduction
of additional subchronic dog studies.

-
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Bayer Report No.: 74229.-.

Title: Chronic Toxicity and Carcinogenicity in Mice

Author: E. Bombard

Reference: Bayer Institute for Toxicology
Wuppertal, Germany

summary: Mice (B6C3F1) were dosed with enrofloxacin technical drug substance
incorporated into feed. Fifty animals per sex per treatment group were exposed to
O, 1000, 3300 and 10,000 ppm for 24 months. The body surfaces, orifices, eyes,
general behavior, posture, breathing, and excretion products of the treated
animals did not show any unusual features compared to the controls when
inspected twice daily. There was no evidence of treatment-induced damage to
the eyes in the groups receiving up to and including 3300 ppm at the end of the
study. The females in the 10,000 ppm group showed a clearly elevated incidence
of focal lenticular opacity. No histological correlation could be assigned to the
effect. A slightly higher increase in mortality of the males in the 3300 ppm group
and females in the 10,000 dose was observed. Body weights were determined
once a week with animals in the 2 lower dosed groups being significantly higher
than the controls with the 10,000 ppm group occasionally higher than the controls,
and the 20,000 ppm group comparable to the controls. The total white blood cell
counts were decreased in the 3300 and 10,000 ppm groups for the males and in
the 3300 ppm group for the females. Significantly lower hemoglobin, hematocrit,
MCV, and MCH values were seen at 10,000 ppm level. Samples obtained after
12 and 24 months showed lower alkaline phosphatase levels at the 3300 and
10,000 levels, A dose-dependent trend was observed in total protein values with
the reduction in total plasma protein attributed to a decrease in the globulin
fraction. No specific gross pathology findings were observed at the 12-month
sacrifice. After 24 months, an incidence of cecal dilation was observed which
increased with increasing dose for males treated at 1000 ppm (4. OYO),3300 ppm
(42.0%) and 10,000 ppm (82.0%) and for females at 3300 ppm (26%) and at
10,000 ppm (64%). No changes occurred in absolute or relative organ weights
except for increases in kidney weights of females receiving 20,000 ppm. On
histopathological examination, there was neither an increase in the incidence nor a
decrease in the time of appearance of tumors in the dosed groups compared to
the controls. Intrahepatic bile-duct changes were detected in the 3300 and
10,000 ppm dose groups. Focal papillary mucosal hyperplasia in the gall bladder
was observed in the 3300 ppm males and the 10,000 ppm females. There was no
evidence of carcinogenic effect in mice dosed with 1000- 10,000 ppm
enrofloxacin for two years. The Agency concluded a NOEL of 1000 ppm
(323 mg/kg) for all effects.
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Bayer Report No.: 74387.-.

Title: Chronic Toxicity Study in Rats -Mler Administration in Feed Over a Period of
2 Years.

Author: K. Leser

Reference: Bayer Institute for Toxicology
Wuppertal, Germany

summary: Wistar rats(50 animals per sex per treatment group) were exposed to O, 100 and
500 ppm enrofloxacin technical via feed for a 24 month period. Histological
evaluation was limited only to the heart and liver. No statistically significant
differences were observed compared to the controls. A NOEL for enrofloxacin
had not been demonstrated by this study based on significant increases in the
bile-duct hyperplasia in all the exposure groups of male rats. The Agency set the
NOEL at 100 ppm after considering the spectrum of data from all the chronic rat
studies and opinions submitted to CVM. The 100 ppm NOEL corresponded with
doses of 5.3 and 7.2 mg enrofloxacirdkg bw for the male and female rats,
respectively.
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Bayer Report No.: 73892
.—.

Title: Additional Two-Generation Reproduction Study in Rats

Author: R. L. Kowalski

Reference: Miles Laboratories
EIkhart, Indiana

summary: Sprague-Dawley rats (120 FOanimals per sex per treatment group) were exposed
to O, 125, 300, and 2,000 ppm enrofloxacin technical drug via feed over a duration
of two generations. The only deftite test article-related change was seen in the
testes and epididymides of mid- and high-dose F. and F, maIes. The change was
characterized as abnormal spermatozoa. Epididymal weights of the high-dose
group were decreased in both the F. and FI generation with the variation in the FI
being statistically different. No effects on fertility or reproductive performance
were noted. The Agency concluded a NOEL of 125 ppm.
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Bayer Report No.: 73705
~-.

Title: Embryotoxicity/TeratogenichyStudy with the Rabbit

Author: H. Becker

Reference: Research and Consulting Co.
Itingen, Switzerland

summary: Chinchilla rabbits (16 females per treatment group) were orally dosed from day 6
through day 18 post-breeding. The drug levels tested were O, 1,5,25, and 75 mg
enrofloxacinlicg. No treated dams expired with one in the high-dose group
aborting on day 19. A statistically significant decrease in food consumption was
noted for the high-dose females. This group also had a slightly decreased body
weight gain. Treatment at the higher dose caused increased post-implantation
loss. No differences occurred in mean body weights of fetuses in the treated
groups. Malformations observed were considered to be incidental and within the
normal spontaneous range. No test article or dose-related differences were
evident, and the stage of development in all groups was similar. The Agency
concluded a NOEL of 25 mg/kg.
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Bayer Report No.: 73584
n

Title: Subacute Toxicity of Enrofloxacin (Bay Vp 2674) to Earthworms (Lumbricus
terrestris)

Author: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: M. C. Bowman and Associates
Mount Id% Arkansas

summary: The study was conducted according to Environmental Assessment Technical
Guideline 11.13. Earthworms were exposed to 0.1, 1.0, 10, 100, and 1,000 ppm
enrofloxacin for 28-days in a test soil medium. A single mortality (1 0°/0) was
observed in the 0.1 and 10 ppm treatment levels. There was 20°/0 mortality in the
solvent control treatment (O.1‘/omethanol) and no mortality in the negative
control. No adverse effects were observed of the control soil or any treatment
level. The no observed effect level was determined to be ~ 1000 ppm
enrofloxacin.
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Bayer Report No.: 74123

_—_

Title: Toxicity of Enrofloxacin (Bay Vp 2674) to Earthworms (Lumbricus terrestris)

Author: T. B. Waggoner

Reference: M. C. Bowman and Associates
Mount Id% Arkansas

summary: The study was conducted according to TAD Guideline 4.12. Earthworms were
exposed to 0.1, 1.0, 10, 100, and 1,000 ppm enrofloxacin for 28-days in a test soil
medium. No mortality was observed in the control or any treatment level. No
adverse effects were observed of the control soil or any treatment level. The no
observed effect level was determined to be ~ 1000 ppm enrofloxacin.

TAD 4.12 states that in experiments where substrates containing the highest levels
of the test chemical fail to yield 50°/0 mortality, a definitive testis not indicated.
The enrofloxacin earthwom study was conducted as a range-find or preliminary
study using one replicate per test level, as allowed by the TAD. Due to the lack of
mortality in this preliminary study, a definitive study was not conducted as per
TAD 4.12. Moreover, the TAD does not specifj that individual worm weights are
required for either a range-find or definitive test, therefore, only mean worm
weights were calculated for the enrofloxacin worm study by measuring the total
mass of the surviving worms and dividing that value by the number of worms
weighed.

The TAD recommends regression analysis to determine if there was an observable
adverse effect over the range of concentrations tested. Essentially, if the slope of

the regression line for the weight data is zero or very close to zero, then there are
no adverse effects with respect to growth. The regression analysis is presented
below.
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The regression line is defined by the equation:

Percent weight gain = [-0.010x (enrofloxacin concentration)] + 10.37

where -0.010 is the slope of the regression line. Since the slope of the line is very
close to zero, this demonstrates that there are no adverse effects on worm growth
due to enrofloxacin.

_-
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Bayer Report No.: 106793
_- -<-

Title: Subacute Toxicity of Ciprofloxacin to the Earthworm, Lumbricus terrestris

Authors: D. C. England and J. Veltri

Reference: ABC Laboratories
ABC Study No. 41638

summary: An earthworm subacute toxicity study was conducted in accordance with TAD
Guideline 4.12. Earthworms, Lumbricus terrestris, were exposed for 28 days to
concentrations of ciprofloxacin ranging from 10 to 1000 pg ciprofloxacin/g soil
@pm). Over the course of the 28-day exposure, no adverse effects, including
mortality, discoloration, and decreased worm weight and mobility were noted at
any of the concentrations of ciprofloxacin. The no observed effect level was
determined to be ~1 000 ppm.

.
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Bayer Report No.: 106661e —-

TitIe: Seed Germination and Root Elongation Study Using Enrofloxacin

Authors: R. S. Chetram and C. Cone

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Inc. - Pan-Ag Div.
Pan-Ag Study No. 93329

summary: The effect of enrofloxacin on the seed germination and root elongation of six
species of plants was determined in accordance with FDA Technical Assistance
Document Guideline 4.06. The six species represent monocots and dicots:
ryegrass, wheat, soybean, tomato, lettuce, and cucumber. The seeds were
incubated on paper in small petri plates or pans, and the paper was treated with the
dosing solutions of enrofloxacin.

A preliminary root elongation test indicated significant reduction ( p < 0.05) in
root elongation at 1.0, 10, 100, and 1000 mg enrofloxacin/L in ryegrass and
wheat. A root elongation definitive test was conducted on these two crops using
the following concentrations: 1.25, 2.5, 5.0, and 10 mg/L plus positive and
negative controls.

Root elongation was measured three days after treatment for wheat and six days
after treatment for ryegrass. Results of statistical analyses of root elongation
showed significant reductions (p< 0.05) for ryegrass and wheat at 1.25 mg/L. A
second definitive test was conducted for ryegrass and wheat using the following
concentrations: 0.031, 0.63, 1.25, and 2.50 mg/L plus positive and negative
controls,

The data were statistically analyzed by ANOVA and Dunnett’s test. The
proportion of seeds germinated were transformed prior to analysis using an arc
sine transformation. The sensitivity analysis used to check the power of the
statistics was that specified by FDA TAD Guideline 5.02.

Enrofloxacin concentrations ranging from 1 to 1000 pg/mL water (ppm) had no
effect on the germination of the seeds of the six species, and therefore, the no
effect concentration for enrofloxacin on seed gerrnin~tion was 1000 ppm.
Enrofloxacin did reduce the growth of the radicle (young root) which emerged
from the seeds. The NOEC for soybean was 12.5 ppm, for lettuce was 2.5 ppm,
for ryegrass and wheat was 0.63 ppm, for tomato was 0.50 ppm, and for cucumber
was 0.25 ppm. Cucumber was the most sensitive species.
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Bayer Report No.: 74576

—=

Title: Seed Germination and Root Elongation Phytotoxicity Study With Enrofloxacin in
Soil

Authors: E. Feutz and C. Lochhaas

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Inc.
ABC Study No. 42185

summary: The study was conducted following methodologies similar to TAD Guideline
4.06. In a previous TAD 4.06 study (Bayer Report No. 106661), the species most
sensitive to enrofloxacin was cucumber, and the no effect concentration (NOEC)
was 0.25 pm. To determine the effect of enrofloxacin on cucumbers planted in
soil, a new study was conducted. The effect of enrofloxacin on the seed
germination and root elongation of cucumber was determined in accordance with
FDA Technical Assistance Document 4.06, with the exception that sandy loam
was used in place of the filter paper specified in the guideline. The cucumber
seeds were planted in glass dishes containing soil previously amended with
enrofloxacin at the nominal concentrations of 1, 10, 100, and 1000 pg/g soil
@pm). Slight effects of enrofloxacin on seed germination and root elongation
were noted at the 100 ppm level.

Replicate 1 from the 1 ppm treatment and replicate 3 from the 100 ppm treatment
were deleted from statistical analysis of the percent germination and radicle length
data. These replicates had aberrantly low germination in comparison to all other
test dishes. The cause for this, in the opinion of the study director, did not
indicate a treatment response to the test chemical. The rationale for omission
from statistical analysis was based on the biological observation that these
replicates were outliers.

The power of the ANOVA and Dunnett’s test appeared to be adequate since
significant differences were detected at the levels that were visually observed to
have chemical related effects.

No test concentrations between 10 and 100 ppm were tested, and the NOEC was
determined to be 9.1 ppm for both seed germination and root elongation. Thus,
soil greatly reduced (at least 36-fold) the effect of enrofloxacin on cucumber.

..- -.
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Bayer Report No.: 106911—-_

Title: Seed Germination and Root Elongation Study Using Ciprofloxacin

Authors: R. S. Chetrarn and C. Cone

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Inc. - Pan-Ag Div.
Pan-Ag Study No. 93328

summary: The effect of ciprofloxacin on the seed germination and root elongation of six
species of plants was determined in accordance with FDA Technical Assistance
Document 4.06. The six species (ryegrass, wheat, soybean, tomato, lettuce, and
cucumber) represent monocots and dicots. The seeds were incubated on paper in
small petri plates or pans, and the paper was treated with the dosing solutions of
ciprofloxacin.

The data were statistically analyzed by ANOVA and Dunnett’s test. The
proportion of seeds germinated were transformed prior to analysis using an arc
sine transformation. The sensitivity analysis used to check the power of the
statistics was that specified by FDA TAD Guideline 5.02.

Ciprofloxacin concentrations ranging from 1 to 1000 pg/mL water @pm) had no
effect on the germination of the seeds of the six species, and the no effect
concentration for ciprofloxacin on seed germination was 1000 ppm.
Ciprofloxacin did reduce the growth of the radicle (young root) which emerged
from the seeds. The NOEC for ryegrass was 3.13 ppm, for wheat was 2.50 ppm,
for soybean and tomato was 1.25 ppm, for cucumber was 1.0 ppm, and for lettuce
\vas 0.25 ppm. Lettuce was the species most sensitive to the effects of
ciprofloxacin on root elongation.

J:users\linda\enviroas\ gggeaOO 1.doc Page 110 of 120 2129196



Bayer Report No.: 74583
.-—-..

Title: Seedling Growth Phytotoxicity Test With Enrofloxacin

Authors: D. Judy and C. Lochhaas

Reference: Analytical-Biochemistry Laboratories, Inc.
ABC Study No. 42183

summary: The effect of enrofloxacin on the seedling growth of six species of plants was
determined in accordance with TAD Guideline 4.07. The six species represent
monocots and dicots: ryegrass, wheat, soybean, tomato, lettuce, and cucumber.
The seedlings were germinated in vermiculite prior to test initiation. On the day
of test initiation, the seedlings were transplanted to sand, and the sand was treated
with the dosing solutions of enrofloxacin. The seedlings were exposed to
concentrations of enrofloxacin ranging from 0.12 to 8.20 pg/mL nutrient solution
@pm) for three weeks. Visual toxicological observations were made of the plants
at weekly intervals. At the end of the three weeks, the NOEC for visual effects
~vere noted for ryegrass at 0.13 ppm, soybean at 0.50 ppm, tomato at 2 ppm,
lettuce at 2 ppm, and cucumber at 0.25 ppm. For wheat, visual toxicological
effects were noted by the third week for the lowest concentration (O.13 ppm).
Shoot length measurements were obtained at weekly intervals during the test, and
shoot dry weight and root dry weight were obtained at the termination of the
study. The overall NOEC for ryegrass was 0.13 ppm, for wheat was <0.13 ppm,
for soybean was 1 ppm, for tomato was <0.250 ppm, for lettuce was 0.5 ppm, and
for cucumber was 0.25 ppm.
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Bayer Report No.: 745II-—+=—.

Title: FDA Seedling ~owt,h phytototicity Test With Enrofloxacin and Ciprofloxacin

Authors: D. Judy and C. Lochhaas

Reference: A13C Laboratories, Inc.
ABC Study No. 42587

summary: In a previous study with enrofloxacin (Bayer Report No. 74583), wheat and
tomato demonstrated a sensitivity to enrofloxacin. To determine the effect of
enrofloxacin and ciprofloxacin on wheat and tomato seedlings grown in soil (as
opposed to sand in the previous TAD 4.07 study), a new study was conducted in
accordance with FDA Technical Assistance Document 4.07, with the exception
that sandy loam was used in place of the sand specified in the guideline. Wheat
and tomato seedlings were transplanted to soil previously amended with
enrofloxacin at the nominal concentrations of 0.50, 5.0, 10, 50, and 100 pg/mL of
nutrient media @pm) or ciprofloxacin at the nominal concentrations of 0.10, 1.0,
5, 10, and 50 pg/mL of nutrient media (ppm). The seedlings were maintained in
this system for 3 weeks and periodically watered with a nutrient solution
containing the requisite concentration of enrofloxacin or ciprofloxacin. Shoot
length, shoot dry weight, and root dry weight of the treated seedlings were
measured and compared to these parameters for the untreated seedlings. The no
effect level for wheat exposed to enrofloxacin was 4.7 ppm and for ciprofloxacin
was >49 ppm. The no effect level for tomato exposed to enrofloxacin was
9.5 ppm and for ciprofloxacin was >49 ppm.
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Bayer Report No.: 106599.—.=—.

Title: Microbial Growth Inhibition with Enrofloxacin

Authors: J. Wood, T. Bielefeld, and I. Kelley

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, MO
ABC Study No. 41571

summary: The study was conducted in accordance with TAD Guideline 4.02. Pseudomonas
aeruginosa, Arthrobacter picolinophihis, Azotobacter vine[andii, Anabaena~os-
aquae, Aspergillus clavatus, Penicillium canescens, and Trichoderma hamatum
w-ere maintained for 4 days on growth media amended with enrofloxacin at

nominal concentrations ranging from 1.3 to 250 ppm (the maximum volubility of
enrofloxacin). The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) was 12.5 ppm for
P. aeruginosa, A. picolinophilus, and A. j70s-aquae. The MIC was 1.3 ppm for
A vineiandii. No inhibition of growth was observed for A. clavatus,
P. canescens, or Z hamatum.

——
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Bayer Report No.: 106750
_———=-

Title: Microbial Growth Inhibition with Ciprofloxacin

Authors: J. Wood, T. Bielefeld, and I. Kelley

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, MO
ABC Study No. 41572

summary: The study was conducted in accordance with TAD Guideline 4.02. Pseudomonas
aeruginosa, Arthrobacter picolinophilus, Azotobacter vinelandii, Anabaenajlos-
aquae, AspergilIus clavatus, Penicilliumcanescens, and Trichoderma hamatum
were maintained for 4 days on growth media amended with ciprofloxacin at
nominal concentrations ranging from 1 to 60 ppm (the maximum volubility of
ciprofloxacin). The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) was 10 ppm for
P. aeruginosa, A. picolinophilus, and A.flos-aquae. The MIC was 1 ppm for
A. vinelandii. No inhibition of growth was observed for A. clavatus,
P. canescens, or Z hamatum.

——
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Bayer Report No.: 107124_—_

Title: Bioavailability of Enrofloxacin in Soil and Manure and its Effect on
Microbial Growth Inhibition

Authors: Z. Yan and I. Kelley

Reference: ABC Laboratories, Columbia, MO
ABC Study No. 42632

summary: The bioavailability of enrofloxacin in soil and manure and the potential effect of
this compound on the growth inhibition of two soil microbes were investigated.
The test species selected, Arthrobacterpicolinophi[us and Azotobacter vinelandii,
were the most sensitive in the FDA TAD 4.02 guideline study (Bayer Report
No. 106599), with MICS of 12.5 and 1.3 mg/L on agar plates. The two species
were exposed to concentrations of enrofloxacin in a soil/manure matrix ranging
born 1.3 to 500 mg enrofloxacin per kg soil/manure matrix. The MICS of these
bacteria in soil and manure were> 500 mgkg. Thus, enrofloxacin was not
bioavailable to the test species at concentrations as high as 500 mg/kg soil/manure
and had no inhibitory effects on the growth of the test organisms.

_-!==----
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Bayer Report No.: 73194_—a

Title: 90-Day Oral Toxicity Study in Rats

.====.

Author: R. L. Kowalski

Reference: Miles Laboratories
Elkhart, Indiana

summary: Sprague-Dawley rats(15 per sex per treatment group) were exposed to 0,500,
2000, and 7500 ppm enrofloxacin for a minimum of 91 days via oral exposure
through feed. No test article-related signs of toxicosis nor death occurred. A
statistically significant reduction in mean body weight for males and females from
the high-dose group was observed. No treatment-related trends were observed in
hematological parameters. Total protein levels were significantly decreased for
both sexes in the high-dose group after weeks 6 and 13. Aspartate
aminotransferase was decreased for the high-dose males after 6 and 13 weeks. A
decrease in total bilirubin occurred in the high-dose males. A dose-dependent
increase in inorganic phosphorous was reported in the males and females after
13 weeks. A dose-dependent trend toward decreasing urine sodium output was
reported for males in the mid- and high-dose groups at 6 weeks and for females in
the mid- and high-dose groups after 13 weeks. Heart weights were reduced for
mid-dose and high-dose animals. Mean prostate weights were significantly lower
for mid- and high-dose males. Liver weights were reduced at the high-dose
levels. Swollen external ears and distention of the cecurn were primarily in the
high-dose animals. Auricular chondropathy was obserwed in all groups including
the controls, but appeared to be dose-related (1 control, 1 low-dose, 6 mid-dose,
and 10 high-dose). Microscopic changes of questionable relationship to the test
article were observed in the knee joints of 3 of 30 rats in the high-dose group.
Microscopic change occurred in the epididymides and testes of male rats from the
high-dose group. This change appeared to represent a degenerating spermatid.
The Agency concluded a NOEL of 500 ppm (40 mglkg).
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__ Bayer Report No.: 73159

-———.-.

Title: Teratology Study in Rats

Author: G. R. Clemens

Reference: Miles Laboratories
Elkh@ Indiana

summary: Charles River Rats (28 females) were exposed to enrofloxacin technical drug
substance via oral suspension. The test levels were O, 50, 210, and 875 mg/kg for
10 consecutive days from the sixth through the fifteenth day of gestation. All
dams sumived, and there were no remarkable observations attributable to the test
article. Body weight gain was significantly reduced in the highest test level
group. There was no statistically significant differences in any reproductive
parameter for any test article group when compared with the control. Fetal
weights for both males and females were significantly reduced for the high-dose
group. Male and combined fetal weights were significantly reduced also for the
mid-dose group. No gross morphological external and visceral changes
attributable to the test article were observed in the fetuses, but they were generally
smaller in the high-dose group compared to the controls. There was no increase
in incidence of common skeletal variations, but a statistically significant delay in
ossification was observed in the mid- and high-dose groups which accompanied
the overall reduction in body weights for these groups. The Agency concluded a
hTOEL of 50 mg/kg/day for the study.

-
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_— Bayer Report No.: 73314

Title: Two-Generation Reproduction Study in Rats

_.-———..

Author: G. R. Clemens

Reference: Miles Laboratories
Elkh@ Indiana

summary: Sprague-Dawley rats (120 FOanimals per sex per treatment group) were exposed
to O, 500, 2000, and 7500 ppm technical enrofloxacin via f=d over a duration of
two generations. No overt toxicity signs at any dietary concentration. General
behavior and appearance was essentially normal for the FOand FI generations.
Swollen pinnae were reported in both the FOand F, generations. Body weights for
the high-dose males and females from the FOand FI generations were significantly
reduced during most of the study. A significant reduction in food intake for the F1
generation was seen in high-dose males. Libido was unaffected and breeding
performance was considered favorable for males from both generations. No
meaningful alteration occurred in any reproductive parameter for dams exposed to
500 ppm or 2000 ppm of test article in the diet. There was a marked reduction in
reproductive performance in the darns receiving the 7500 ppm level. Pregnancy
rates, total number of pups born, litter size, number of implantations, and birth
index which were significantly reduced for the high-dose group; the length of
gestation was significantly increased in the high-dose group. There was no
increase in the number of stillbirths for any dose group fi-om either generation
~~-hencompared to the controls. The high-dose level significantly reduced
neonatal survival and neonatal weight gain during lactation. Unilaterally, small
testes were reported. No changes occurred in the female reproductive tissues.
Spermatic morphological alterations were seen in the high-dose males from both
generations. Cecal dilatation, unilateral testicular atrophy and reduced prostatitis
w-ere observed in the various treatment groups. The Agency concluded a NOEL

of 2000 ppm (165 mgkg) for the study.

---
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Bayer Report No.: 74230—.

Title: Chronic Toxicity and Carcinogenicity in Rats

Author: E. Bombard

Reference: Bayer Institute for Toxicology
Wuppertal, Germany

summary: Wistar rats (60 animals per sex per treatment group) were dosed via feed with O,
770, 2000, and 6000 ppm enrofloxacin technical drug substance for 105 weeks.
Mortality increased for both males and females at the 6000 ppm level. The body
weight development of males was slightly retarded at 6000 ppm. Hematology
investigations were carried out after 6, 12, and 18 months and at the end of the
study. Leukopenia was seen in the 770 to 6000 ppm groups for both the males
and females. Temporarily decreased erythrocyte, hemoglobin, hematocrit, and
MCV values were observed at the higher doses. Total protein was significantly
decreased in males at all doses and at all sampling intervals. Total protein
decreases were less for females. Urinalysis performed at 6-month intervals
indicated the test substance did not lead to toxicologically relevant kidney
damage. There was no evidence of treatment-induced changes in the refractive
medi~ the ocular fimdus, or the pupihry reflex after one year and at the end of
the study. A statistically significant increase in the incidence of hepatic cysts was
found in both sexes after 2000 and 6000 ppm treatments, and a biologically
significant increase was found in males at 770 ppm. Both sexes showed a
significant increase in the incidence of dilated caecum after 6000 ppm. Size of
testes was reduced and consistency altered in male treatments at 2000-6000 ppm.
Absolute and relative liver weights were decreased in males at 2000 ppm and
above. The same decreases were seen in the females at the interim, but not at the
study termination. In the 6000 ppm males, absolute weights of the brain, testes,
and adrenals were significantly decreased, but the relative weights were no
different than the controls. The incidence of bile-duct hyperplasia in the liver
increased in a dose-related response in all treatment groups and both sexes.
Sclerotic changes were statistically significant from 770 ppm in the males and
ilom 2000 ppm in females. Cystic bile-duct hyperplasia increased with drug
exposure from 770 ppm in the males and 2000 ppm in females. A marked
increase in the incidence of cardiomyopathy was found in males at the 6000 ppm
dose and in females dosed at 770 ppm and above. There was also a significant
increase in the number of subendocardial proliferative lesions in males and
females at the highest dose as well as an elevated number of subendocardial
mesenchymal tumors. There was a marked increase in the number of
sarcolemmal nuclei in skeletal muscles of animals in the 6000 ppm treatments.

-n. This lesion is generally associated with degenerative changes in the muscle fibers.
Marked degenerative changes were also noted in the sciatic nerve. Additional
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histopathological lesions included fewer females in the treated groups showed
mammary alveolar development and milk secretion than the control animals. The
Agency concluded a NOEL was not established for the study due to incidence of
bilary duct hyperplasia and cardiomyopathy. There was no evidence of
carcinogenic effect in rats dosed with 770 to 6000 ppm enrofloxacin for two
years.

.-.
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