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The Results 0:' A Cooperative Tomato Plant Volatility
Test Done By Three Laboratories
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Table 2

E:xposure Period l4"Days at 75°F + 5°

r-
10
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45

Root Growth
as 0/0

of Control

Lab. 3
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10.9 50

21.8 100
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80° F
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The Results of A Cooperative Pea Seed Volatility Test Done By
Three Laboratories

Lab. 1 Lab. 2
6 Days Germination at 4 Days Germination at

80°F 70°F
Av. Root Growth Av. Root Growth

Root as 0/0 Root as 0/0
2,4-D Esters Length of Control Length of Control

isopropyl 5.8* 41 7.8 29
pentasol (mixed amyl) 5.0 35 8.6 32
isooctyl 10.5 75 24.5 90
butoxy ethanol 9.3 66 19.3 71
polypropylene glycol

butyl ether 16.6 118 23.3 86
tetrahydrofurfuryl 14.5 103 26.1 96

control 14.1 100 27.1 100

*All root lengths are expressed in millimeters.
Part of the variation is due to the temperature being different during germination
which is particularly important here since peas are a cold weather crop.
Note also the variation in the length of germination periods before root measurements were taken.

The third point is that the data from Lab. 3 is very poor with a great deal of variance in the
treatments due to mold contamination, but it was included here because it was the only' data
available at this time on the se particular formulations.
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