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Table S1. Physico-chemical characteristics of the soils
	Physico-chemical properties of soil
	Lateritic soil
	Alluvial 
soil
	Coastal saline soil
	Black 
soil
	
Methods

	Soil order
	Alfisol
	Inceptisol
	Inceptisol
	Vertisol
	---

	Location
	Jhargram
	Mohanpur
	Canning
	Pune
	---

	pH
	5.45
	7.02
	7.60
	8.14
	Jackson, 1973

	Organic Carbon (%)
	0.64
	1.00
	1.03
	0.67
	Walkley and Black, 1934

	Percentage of sand
	54
	12
	50
	16
	
Bouyoucos, 1962


	Percentage of silt
	16
	65
	23
	24
	

	Percentage of clay
	30
	23
	27
	60
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Figure S1: Chromatograms of (a) analytical standard of fluazinam (b) untreated control water sample and (c) water sample spiked with fluazinam.
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Figure S2: Chromatograms of (a) untreated control soil sample and (b) soil sample spiked with fluazinam
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Figure S3. Comparison of dissipation of Fluazinam from (a) different soil types irrespective of treatments incubation days and (b) with respect to treatments irrespective of soil types and incubation days.
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Figure S4.   Dissipation of Fluazinam from (a) alluvial, (b) lateritic, (c) coastal saline and (d)  black soil at different day’s interval. 
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Figure S5. Comparison of dissipation of Fluazinam at (a) different pH of water irrespective of treatments and (b) with respect to treatments irrespective of water pH.
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Figure S6. Dissipation of Fluazinam from water at (a) pH 4.0, (b) pH 7.0 and (c) pH 9.0 at different day’s interval
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Figure S1: Chromatograms of (a) analytical standard of fluazinam (b) untreated control water sample and (c) water sample 

spiked with fluazinam 
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Figure S2: Chromatograms of (a) untreated control water sample and (b) water sample spiked with fluazinam 
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