— — 319

(1. , 100083 ;2. , 100071)

; Epidata3.1  SPSSI.0
70 219 , 18 49 , 2.23%

Sudy on Pegticide Residue on Fruitsand Vegetables in Beijing City and Using
Satus of Pegticides in Vegetables Fanting Bases
HUANG Yue-xiang, LIU Li , PERDON , ZHANG Yu-mei , ZHANG Rerrqing,
WANGJun-bo, YAN Sheo-fang
(School of Public Hedth, Peking Universty , Beijing 100083, China)

Abdract : Objective To detect pedicide resdueson fruits and vegetables in Beijing city , and to invedigate pedicide abuse in
surrounding areas. Method The sanples of fruits and vegetables were oollected in a large-scde market , and the pedicide
red dues were measured. 73 farmers from vegetables planting bases in surrounding areas were surveyed with the quedionnaire of
pedicide goplication, and Epidata 3.1 and SPSS 13. 0 andyzed the reaults. Results  The random sanpling contained 2 196
saples belongng to 70 categories. The pararorma saples added up to 49 sanples belonging to 18 categories, and the over-
gandard rate was 2. 23 %. The resultsdf rurd survey denondrated that the pedicide res dueswere mainly caused by frequent use
o pedicides, the dort time intervd , the ignorance of pedicide resdues and the abuse of highrtoxic or highrresdue pedicides
which were forbidden by the nationd. Concluson In order to insure the sfe use of vegetables, we dould exert nore dforts
onto prornroting the recognition of pedicide resdues as well as enhancing the survelllance of pedicide reddues in markets.
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