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ABSTRACT
Enhanced agricultural productivity has led to intensification of
irrigation and increased application of agrochemicals. Further expansion of
agriculture will increase environmental risks from application of nutrients and
pesticides. Pressures from agrochemicals can act with or separately from
habitat modifications of either, or both, terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems.
Addressing the impact of pollution requires adaptable management, which
necessitates development and implementation of adequate policies that
are able to accommodate increasing agricultural production while mitigating
associated risks of water pollution. This paper explores the global drivers of
and pressures from agricultural expansion. The paper reviews the underlying
factors in agriculture that result in combined nutrients and pesticides
loads and impact. The paper further discusses the independent effects on
nutrients and pesticides in aquatic ecosystems, followed by the potential
combined effects of both nutrients and pesticides. The combined effects of
nutrients and pesticides are explored based on the concentration addition,
independent action and interaction approaches. While management measures
incorporating combined nutrients and pesticides are still not well developed,
the paper explores key steps towards monitoring measures for combined
nutrients and pesticides contamination: detection and identification; and
prioritization of measures.

INTRODUCTION
The per capita global food consumption has steadily increased over the last 60 years from an average estimated 2,358 Cal.
Day-1 in 1964-66 to 2,940 Cal. Day-1 in 2015. By 2030 it is projected to be 3,050 Cal. Day-1 [1,2]. This represents a 3 % to 8 %
increase every 10 years. Over the same period, the world’s population has more than doubled from 3 billion in 1960, to 7.6 billion
in 2018, with a projection of 9.7 billion that by 2050 [3,4].
Global increases in agricultural productivity aim to meet the food and commercial demands [5-10]. Use of fertilizers and
pesticides for increased yields [10,11] has resulted in global increase in average application rate of fertilizers from less than 100
Kg.ha-1 in 2004 to more than 146 Kg.ha-1 in 2014, depicting on average a 46 % increase in 10 years [3,12]. The pesticides market
expanded by 50 % at US$ 13 billion between 2000 and 2007, resulting to a US$ 39 billion trade market for pesticides [13,14].
The increase in the use of fertilizers and pesticides enhance environmental risks associated with agriculture [7,10], and linked
habitat modification or loss and decline in terrestrial and aquatic ecosystem services [15-18]. Transfer of fertilizer and pesticides
from land to water can lead to complex and often cascading effects of eutrophication and direct toxic effects on ecosystems [19-21].
Nitrogen and phosphorus as major components of fertilizers [16], modify the trophic state of water bodies [22]. Active ingredients of
pesticide residues in aquatic ecosystems on the other hand, cause death, cancers, tumours and lesions; reproductive inhibition;
and disruption of endocrine system [23]. Subsequently, occurrence of nutrients and pesticides modify the presence and distribution of aquatic organisms as well as ecological processes in aquatic ecosystems. While both nutrients and pesticides from agriculture have impacts on aquatic ecosystems [22], combined pressure of nutrients and pesticides has not received the attention it
deserves [24,25].
The objective of this paper was therefore to review the role of agriculture in contributing to combined pressure from nutrient
and pesticide on aquatic ecosystems, including management measures for combined pollution.
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Factors contributing to agricultural related nutrients and pesticides contamination in aquatic ecosystems
The global food consumption has increased by between 3 % and 8 % every 10 years within the last 60 years, and is projected
to increase by 4 % between 2015 and 2030 (Table 1).
Table 1: Global and regional per capita food consumption (kcal per capita per day). a: Excludes South Africa
Region
World
Developing countries
Near East and North Africa
Sub-Saharan Africaa
Latin America and the Caribbean
East Asia
South Asia
Industrialized countries
Transition countries

1964 –1966
2358
2054
2290
2058
2393
1957
2017
2947
3222

1974-1976
2435
2152
2591
2079
2546
2105
1986
3065
3385

1984-1986
2655
2450
2953
2057
2689
2559
2205
3206
3379

1997-1999
2803
2681
3006
2195
2824
2921
2403
3380
2906

2015
2940
2850
3090
2360
2980
3060
2700
3440
3060

2030
3050
2980
3170
2540
3140
3190
2900
3500
3180

Source: WHO (2002) with minor editorial changes.
Within the last half a century recorded global food production has increased, especially for cereals, by 138 % from 1.84 billion tonnes in 1961 to 4.38 billion tonnes in 2011 [26]. While average per capita food production has increased by 25 % compared
with the 1960s (Figure 1), there are large regional and country differences [27]. At the same time, changes in dietary preferences
have resulted in elevated food demand, expected to reach 1.1 % per year in the period 2005/2007 to 2050 [28]. The elevated
demand perpetuates food insecurity with 26 % of the global population suffering from micro-nutrients deficiency and 12 % being
chronically undernourished [29,30].
The agricultural production pressure from food consumption is exacerbated by population growth. The global population has
more than doubled over the last 60 years, and is expected to be 9.7 billion by 2050 (Figure 1). To meet the food consumption
need in 2050, the current global food production will need to be increased by 60% [28].

Figure 1: World population and food production index. 196/61 – 2017/18 historical and 2018/19 – 2049/50 projected. Source: Historical
population and food production index- The world bank group world population data (WBG, 2017b); Projected population - UN Population Division
(2015) - Medium Variant (Roser and Ortiz-Ospina, 2018); Projected food production index – estimated using the regression equation between
historical population and food production.

The impacts of climate change and climate variability on agriculture are already being felt through unexpected crop failure,
new pests and disease patterns, loss of livestock, and inadequate climate tolerant seeds and planting material [31,32]. With season
shifts and irregular weather patterns, food production, distribution and availability will negatively be affected in the [33]. Moreover,
agriculture is a major contributor to greenhouse gases emission, resulting to further negative effect on food production [32].
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To meet the current and future food demands; agricultural expansion through clearing more crop land or more intensive
use of existing crop land is being carried out [34]. Potential environmental impacts of this expansion are not well understood [11].
Although in many current intensive food production systems there can be a more prudent and conservative use of agro-chemicals,
overall an increase of agricultural production will inevitably be accompanied by increased use of fertilizer and pesticide inputs [7].
Use of fertilizers and pesticides in agriculture
Fertilizers are widely used to enhance crop productivity and as a response to declining soil fertility [35-37]. The prediction by
FAO
for a 4 % increase in the demand for fertilizer between 2001 and 2015 was surpassed, with an increase of 8 % being
registered by 2013 at 176 million tons per year [37]. With that in mind, the prediction by Heffer and Prud’homme [40] that the demand will increase by 18 % between 2009 and 2018, indicates potential exponential growth in the demand and consequently use
of the fertilizers. Africa’s demand for fertilizer, for instance, was 2.5 % of the global consumption in 2010 [39], which increased to 3
% in 2015 and is projected to be 3.5 % by 2020. Egypt, South Africa, Morocco and Nigeria are the main consumers in the region
[2]
. In 2015, Africa consumed 3 % of nitrogen and 4 % phosphates used globally. Growth rate of 3.8 % and 2.8 % for nitrogen and
phosphates, respectively, are predicted between 2015 and 2020 [2]. The increase in fertilizer use amplifies the risk to aquatic
ecosystems [41,42]. This concern raises a critical knowledge need, for sustainable agricultural intensification, as well as continuous
monitoring of aquatic ecosystems.
[38,39]

Pest control is required as agriculture expands for increased yields [43]. Pesticides including insecticides, fungicides, herbicides fumigants, rodenticides, growth regulators, defoliators, surfactants and wetting agents are used for pest control [44]. The
market value of pesticides trade has increased from USD 850 million in 1960 to USD 39 billion in 2007 [14]. At the same time,
out of the 22 chemicals listed under Persistent Organic Pollutants (POPs) by Stockholm Persistent Organic Pollutants Convention
2001 [45], 15 are pesticides (or are applied as pesticides). These include α, β and γ- Hexachlorocyclohexane, and DDT [45].
The use of pesticides is indispensable in most developing countries – especially the use of herbicides, however, owing to the
hot and humid conditions in tropical countries, insecticides are more common [46]. Africa consumes 4 % of the global market of
75,000 -100,000 tons per year of pesticide active ingredients with, on average, low application rates of 1.85 Kg.ha-1 compared
with the global average of 3.82 Kg.ha-1 [47].
The increase in pesticide demand [47] and the necessity of the pesticide products raises concern for long term effects on recipient aquatic ecosystems [43]. The use of pesticides is further complicated by pesticide resistance which shows a steady increase
posing a threat to agricultural productivity [48]. Control of Anopheles mosquito spreading malaria, for example, has been documented as an increased threat owing to resistance to pyrethroids in Africa [49], resulting in more persistent pesticides such as DDT [50].
The increasing trend of fertilizer and pesticides use bring concomitant increased risks to waterbodies. Fertilizers and pesticides are transferred to aquatic ecosystems through aerial drift, leaching through the soil, as runoff or erosion, or spillage whether
accidentally or through neglect [19,51]. Within aquatic ecosystems, the fertilizers contribute to nutrients, while pesticide residues
contribute to toxic pesticide active substances.
The effects of contamination in aquatic ecosystems manifest through the independent effects of nutrients and pesticides,
and through the effects of a nutrient-pesticide interaction [52]. Section 4 in this paper explores the effects nutrients and pesticides,
independently and combined.
Effects of nutrients and pesticides contamination in aquatic ecosystems
Independent effects of nutrients and pesticides
Inorganic fertilizers are a source of nutrients in aquatic ecosystems, supporting primary production. Although chemical
fertilizers can be used to supply 13 essential nutrients, aquatic ecosystems are mostly nitrogen and/or phosphorus limited such
that additions of these elements result in eutrophication [53]. The effects of eutrophication vary depending on the level of nutrient
enrichment. Eutrophication enriches food chains by enhancing primary production and availing more energy up the aquatic food
chain [22,54]. This results in more productive aquatic ecosystems and increased biomass through a bottom-up control [55].
The increase in biomass as a result of enhanced productivity increases the amount of dissolved oxygen required for respiration by aerobic organisms [56]. Consequently, the high oxygen demand facilitates anoxic conditions that could cause death or
increased susceptibility to diseases and infections of aerobic aquatic biota [54]. Species tolerant to high nutrient concentrations
therefore, become more competitive following eutrophication, out-growing sensitive species [55]. Alien invasive species thrive in
high nutrients conditions, out-competing the indigenous biota [56,57]. The competition leads to reduced diversity and shifts in energy contributions within the aquatic food chains exhibiting a top-down trophic control [58,59].
In eutrophication stressed environments, some aquatic organisms may produce toxins to inhibit occurrence or survival of
other organisms and enhance their own competitive advantage [57]. Such toxins, for example cyanotoxins produced by cyanobacteria, affect the diversity in aquatic ecosystem and impact the food chain [19]. The varying effects following nutrient enrichment
reduces the capacity of an aquatic ecosystem to enhance economic returns from ecosystem services – such as fishing; since the
survival of fish and the food chain supporting the fisheries is significantly related to ecosystem productivity [58].
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Prominent pesticide families including organochlorines, organophosphates, carbamates, pyrethroids, phenoxy and benzoic
acids, and triazines have varying modes of action [60]. The varying modes of action result to different effects, many of which are
chronic and often not noticed by casual observers, yet have consequences for ecological function [23]. For instance, DDT, methylparathion and pentachlorophenol have been shown to reduce symbiotic chemical signalling of legume-rhizobium that results in
reduced nitrogen fixation, reducing yield [61]. Pesticide poisoning can bioaccumulate to toxic concentrations up the food chain [62].
Rachel Carson's landmark book Silent Spring (1961), for example, associated the loss of bird species to bioaccumulation of pesticides in their tissues and studies have associated reduction in bird populations, with time periods and areas in which pesticides
are used [63]. The impact of pesticides to loss on biodiversity is still being recorded globally.
The environmental impact of pesticides is often greater than intended, with estimates that over 98 % of sprayed insecticides
and 95 % of herbicides reach a destination other than their target [64,65]. The amount of pesticide that migrates from an application
area is determined by the particular chemical properties of its active ingredients, the distance from application site to the water
body, and application method [66,67].
The effects of pesticides on aquatic ecosystems are attributed to the active ingredient in the pesticide and residues formed
during chemical, microbial or photochemical degradation [19]. The effect of pesticide active ingredients (and their degradants) in
the aquatic ecosystems is dependent on their chemical properties such as solubility in water, volatility, lipophilicity, degradability
and particle affinity [62]. For example: aldrin with low solubility, high volatility, high lipophilicity, high particle affinity and highly
persistence in the environment could mean a high risk of impact to organisms with higher fatty tissue, especially the sediment
dwelling organism; whereas thiophanate-methyl with high solubility, low lipophilicity, low particle affinity and low half-life, is less
likely to pose more risk to aquatic biota [68].
Effects of nutrients and pesticides in combination
Roessink [69] demostrated that higher biomass of primary producers resulted in 25 % and 31 % lower concentrations in the
easily brocken down polychlorinated biphenyl and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon respectively. This concept was described by
Skei [52] as biomass dilution. The increase in nutrient concentrations elevate the organic matter around aquatic fauna, enhancing
the potential partitioning of pesticides to the dissolved or particulate organic carbon. This results to dilution of potential toxicity,
and reduced exposure to aquatic organisms [52]. Through biomass dillution, nutrients enrichment accelerate the uptake/adsorption of pesticide residues by aquatic biota biomass, therefore the potential of chronic or acute poisoning by the pesticide residues
is enhanced for the individual organism, and through bioconcentration and bioaccumulation [58,70]. As the nutrient enrichment
increases, only specialized groups of phytoplankton/periphyton are able to survive. This includes cyanophytes that have considerably lower lipid concentrations that other phytoplankton [71]. Lipophilic pesticides in the water phase are, therefore, elevated by
lower adsorption efficiency of the lipids in the phytoplankton. Increase in the size of phytoplankton, owing to nutrient availability,
may result to shift in the zooplankton size class to bigger species able to utilize the phytoplankton [72]. At the same time, the bio
concentration and accumulation factor of pesticide residues will increase since the phytoplankton will be accumulating more
residue [73].
Pesticide residues (herbicides) poisoning inhibit uptake of nutrients through eliminating primary producers or reducing their
efficiency [74]. As a result, the aquatic food chain would be interrupted at the basic level of primary production [24]. On the other
hand, pesticide residues (insecticides) could accelerate the uptake of nutrients, therefore, enhancing productivity of the aquatic
ecosystem and thus eutrophication when top-down control is suppressed because of poisoning or elimination of organisms
higher in the food chain [75]. Higher concentration of pesticide residues may therefore result to reduced uptake of phytoplankton/
periphyton by poisoning the grazers, causing enhanced eutrophication-like symptoms, such as algal blooms. The effects of combined toxicity of nutrients and pesticide residues could be related to the trophic levels below them. When the toxicity to the prey
increases and their survival is inhibited, then the survival of the higher trophic level will also be negatively affected resulting to a
lower biomass, however, this might shift species richness [76].
Metabolism and excretion of chemicals are important to the individual organism as well as to the ecosystem. Organic nutrients are metabolized and inorganic forms of nutrients excreted, whereas inorganic forms are taken up, and through production
processes converted to organic forms [58]. When these processes are accelerated as a factor of synergism between nutrients and
pesticide residues, it could result in rapid increase of organic and inorganic nutrients contributing to eutrophication. Similarly,
when the rate of pesticide residues being metabolized and excreted is enhanced owing to nutrient availability, then their persistence and potential toxicity is greatly reduced. Inhibition of metabolism and excretion of nutrients results in nutrient limitation in
the environment and subsequent reduction in productivity [73]. In contrast, inhibition of pesticide residue metabolism and excretion
poses higher risks of toxicity to the organism, as well as to the food chain owing to bio concentration and bioaccumulation [62,73].
Oxygen dependent aerobic respiration produces 18 times more energy compared with anaerobic respiration [77]. Poisoning
and death caused by high concentrations of pesticides in aquatic ecosystem, could enhance the respiratory oxygen demand,
promoting anaerobic environments. As a result, aquatic ecosystems would be less productive. Massive death of organisms due to
extreme eutrophication and pesticide poisoning may result in transfer of accumulated pesticides into the sediments, reducing the
exposure risk to pelagic organisms [78]. Standing biomass of macrophytes might also lock accumulated pesticide residues over a
long period, especially in nutrient poor systems, providing for seasonal time-bombs following subsequent degradation [79].
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The likelihood of combined effects is elevated since there is increased global use of both nutrients and pesticide products
to enhance agricultural production for food security. Combined nutrients and pesticide residues in aquatic systems can be considered a cocktail, and their potential effects determined as effects of mixtures. Various assumptions have been put forth to explain
the effects of mixtures including concentration addition, independent action and interaction.
Concentration/dose addition (CA) approach assumes similar mode of action of the chemicals in the mixture. The effect of
the mixture therefore comprises the additive effect of all the chemical components. The main disadvantage of this approach is
that there is a chance of over estimating the actual potential effect. When the modes of action of the individual chemicals in the
mixture are known, the independent action (IA) approach is considered to determine the mixture effect. The probability of effect
from each mode of action or individual chemical is determined and then combined. In aquatic ecosystems, individual chemicals at
a concentration below No Observable Effect Concentration (NOEC), and hence with limited response effect, will not contribute to
the mixture effect. This approach might lead to underestimation of the actual effect, since even below NOEC of individual chemicals in the mixture, there is a probability of a mixture effect [77], often in the range of 5% to 20% [25].
Chemicals in the mixture may affect the effects of the counterpart favouring the interaction approach with two pathways;
synergism and antagonism [25]. Synergism interaction of a mixture assumes that individual chemicals in the mixture amplify the
effect potential of each other, or provide conditions for the counterpart to be more efficient, thereby generally intensifying the effect of the mixture. Synergism makes the mixture more toxic than the toxicity of individual chemicals in the mixture [80]. Antagonism
interaction on the other hand, results in a generally less toxic mixture compared with the toxicity of individual chemicals in the
mixture especially when individual chemicals counteract the effect of each other [25]. Interactions of mixtures are more probable
in medium to high concentration exposures, and become complex in lower concentrations [80].
Nutrients and pesticides have different modes of action, thus the concentration addition model would not fit a nutrientspesticides mixture. Moreover, nutrients may not be directly toxic to aquatic organisms, except in specific environmental conditions;
for example ammonia in low pH conditions mainly unionised ammonia [54]. At the same time, the effects of nutrients in enhancing
aquatic productivity, and effects of pesticides in aquatic biota poisoning, suggest that using independent action theory would
underestimate the cumulative effects of a nutrients-pesticides mixture. Generally, the interaction approach would be relevant in
combined nutrient-pesticide effects studies. Limited studies have attempted to test the potential of interaction between nutrients
and pesticides in a nutrients-pesticides mixture [80].
Some of the studies on combined contamination have related the individual effects of nutrients and pesticides, and hypothesizing on potential results of the interaction in the aquatic ecosystems [24,52,58,81]. Other studies used the water quality guideline
threshold values for the individual contaminants to set-up microcosm experiments to test the response on aquatic biota in setting
up environmental guidelines [64,82] rather than the actual exposure concentrations. Several studies [70,71,83,84] carried out experiments to investigate the effects of combined contamination from nutrients and pesticides on macrophytes, periphyton and algal
communities. In these studies however, the potential trophic interactions (bottom-up or top-down control) were not considered.
Havens [58,73,78,85] explored the potential combined effects of nutrients and pesticides on aquatic food webs using models while
focusing on low persisting pesticide groups such as chlorpyrifos and Carbaryl, with only few studies considering the persistent
pesticides such as lindane [86,87] or DDT [23]. The effects of combined nutrients and low persisting pesticides have been tested
against zooplankton assemblage [88,89] in macrophyte dominated microcosms and diches close to single crop cultivation fields.
Most of these studies have had little reference to the exposure status of combined nutrients and pesticide in the tropics, which
faces increased and poorly regulated application of fertilizers and pesticides.
Management of combined nutrients and pesticides loads
Occurrence of nutrients and pesticides related pollutants negatively impacts aquatic ecosystems, and threatens aquatic
ecosystem services, exerting pressure on managers and policy makers to change their management measures. With the evolving
challenges in mixed pollutants, management of water pollutants require evidence based guidance for detection and identification,
prioritization of actions, for the reduction of chemicals in the water cycle.
Detection and identification
Early detection of contaminants is an important factor in managing pollutants in the aquatic ecosystem. The detection approaches are commonly based on set indicators of monitoring, using water quality guidelines (WQGs). The guidelines are mainly
tailored based on ambient contamination status and van Dam [82] recommends setting up of site specific WQGs. These WQGs set
the stage for policies in handling natural water quality and consequently the contamination that would result from point and diffuse pollution sources, such as fertilizer and pesticide residues inputs.
Approaches for detection of nutrients and pesticides in aquatic ecosystems have been well developed, although the data on
the detected quantities is scanty especially in the Sub-Saharan Africa. Although various studies in Africa [51] have determined the
loads of nutrients and pesticides, these studies mainly focused on detecting the nutrients and pesticides as separate elements.
This has contributed to the management of the independent effects of nutrients and pesticides. Therefore, to manage the effects
of combined nutrients and pesticides, there is increased need to adapt management strategies that are based on detection of
both nutrients and pesticides in aquatic ecosystems.
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Adaptive management promotes a continuous learning-based framework for making decisions on resource conservation [90].
However, the nexus of agricultural production and food demand, within the changing climate, makes the management of combined nutrients and pesticides contamination complex [91]. At catchment level, the identification of drivers and pressures faced by
the natural water resources is the first step, considering these resources are under threat of pollution from various sectors including industry, households, and agricultural production. To handle the potential pressure from widespread contamination of natural
water resources, management measures need to incorporate a strategy to identify vulnerability to such pressures.
The water quality standards in Sub-Saharan Africa mainly deal with the effluent discharges rather than aquatic ecosystems as a whole. The water quality legislation is not holistic and inadequate attention is paid to larger spatial scales as a factor
of poor data interpretation on assessment of water quality and inadequate systematic monitoring. In most of the countries in
Sub-Saharan Africa such as Tanzania and Uganda, main policy documents on water management are in place, however detailed
instructions to prevent ambiguity based on those policy documents are missing. As such, the main challenge is the effectiveness
of the water governance rather than the lack of governance arrangements. In totality, the broad failures in regulations place
natural water resources (especially rivers and lakes) at a risk of contamination pressure following fertilizer and pesticides use [28].
The outcome of this is eutrophication [54] or possible ecosystems, biota and human population poisoning [25], for instance in Lake
Naivasha Kenya. This calls for the SSA nations not only to focus on holistic water resources policy, but also on the mechanisms to
enforce the policies in a more people-involved, catchment based governance arrangements to cushion the intended agricultural
expansion and intensification.
Prioritization of management measures
As the demands on agriculture grows, and therefore the use and application of fertilizers and pesticide products, the increases in demand and supply of the fertilizers and pesticides [37], combined with the increased exposure of water resources to
contamination as a factor of climate variability, degradation of catchments and land use changes [92] are putting pressure on
water resources. As highlighted in this paper, deterioration of water resources is eminent. A business as usual idea will negatively
impact on the water resources. As it is, water policies and legislations are not well equipped for the impending increases in use
and application of fertilizers and pesticide products. The policies are based on ambient status of natural water quality and not
equipped for potential increases. Furthermore, some of the policies in water resources protection have not factored potential for
agricultural intensification and accompanying activities. To include the potential of future dynamics, it is important to recognise
water as a finite resource with high consumption and use demands. With projected increase on water demand, and based on the
demand placed on agricultural efforts, new management measures need to be explored and tested. Prioritization of management
measures require detailed identification of specific indicators of management.
Onyango [51] recommends various indicators that could be prioritized in management of combined pollution, including:
(1) Identifying pressures to natural water resources and contributing drivers; (2) Employing the river basin approach; (3)
Setting clear – ecological or chemical – status goals within timelines; (4) Inclusiveness and public involvement; (5) Building from
already available systems; (6) Integration with other policies; (7) Considering potential future challenges e.g. climate change
and variability; (8) Considering non-point pollution sources; (9) Factoring in water politics dynamics; and (10) Considering multijurisdiction processes.
In the effort to compare the performance of water resources policies (Table 2) against the priorities, specific areas of improvement have been identified that would be useful in prioritization [51].
Table 2: Performance of water resources policies against potential indicators that would combat agricultural intensification challenges.
Water resources capabilities
Well addressed
Indicator

Fairly addressed
EU-WFD

1
2
3
4
5
6
7

US CWA

Poorly addressed
Not addressed

Kenya Water Act

Ghana Water Policy

Pressures identified
River basin approach
Status goals and
timelines
Public involvement
Existing baseline
Integration with other
policies
Flexibility to include
future challenges
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Cover non-point
pollution sources
9
Water politics factored
Overall status of the policy to
combat agricultural related
pollution
8

CONCLUSION
Food production is needed to support the dietary and nutritional need of the growing global population. This has put pressure on the agricultural systems, to enhance the capacity of production. Although some agricultural systems have adopted sustainable application, with the increase in agricultural production, the increase in use of fertilizers and pesticides is inevitable.
Since fertilizer and pesticide residues are transferred into aquatic ecosystems, their increase in use will enhance their level of contamination in ecosystems by nutrients and pesticides active substances. The negative effects of nutrients in aquatic ecosystems
will therefore continue to manifest, while the toxicity of pesticide active substances continue to increase in aquatic ecosystems.
This adds in the international dilemma between enhancing food production and protecting the environment.
The multiple pressure from combined nutrients and pesticides has received limited attention, especially in the tropics. However evidence exists on the potential effects of combined nutrients and pesticides, which require inclusion in setting water quality
guidelines. The interaction between the individual effects of nutrients and pesticides in aquatic ecosystems, suggest that the potential effect of agricultural intensification to water basins is widely underestimated. This needs continuous set up of experiments
to determine the breath of the effect of combined nutrients within different agricultural catchments.
Managing the combined effects of nutrients and pesticides still faces approach challenges, especially since the current
measures are based on independent determination contamination. Better management systems would inevitably require that
efforts for detecting and identification of nutrients and pesticides are carried out in combination. The availing of combined contamination data, will therefore contribute to the prioritization of measures, depending on catchment needs.
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