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INTRODUCTION

Climate change and extensive plant protection agent usage have contributed to pollinator species’ rapid
decline. The biggest concern and focus is the conservation of honeybee populations (Apis mellifera).
Recently, the new 1,2,4-triazole coumarin derivatives were synthesized for use as potential plant
protection agents by utilizing green chemistry principles [1].
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Figure 1. BeeToxAl honeybee toxicity report for spinosad: "
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Figure 2. BeeToxAl honeybee toxicity report for compound KM22
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