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The text on lines 1–11 of page 142
“Since the one-electron reduction potential for RB is E0(RB/RB•−) = −0.54 V vs. NHE and that its triplet state energy is 168.56 kJ mol−1 [11],

hen any 3RB quencher with a reduction potential lower than 1.23 V vs. NHE may undergo an electron transfer from the quencher to 3RB.
he reported reduction potentials for IMD and ACT are −0.96 and −1.26 V, respectively [21,22], and therefore �ETG0 − w ∼= −213 kJ mol−1 is
btained for IMD and −242 kJ mol−1 for ACT. Due to the nature of the charges in the pair I•+ RB•−, the term w contributes to the exergonicity
f �ETG0, which shows that the reaction of the insecticides with 3RB is thermodynamically allowed.”

should be read
“Since the one-electron reduction potential for RB is E0(RB/RB•−) = −0.54 V vs. NHE and that its triplet state energy is 168.56 kJ mol−1

11], then any 3RB quencher with a reduction potential lower than 1.23 V vs. NHE may undergo an electron transfer from the quencher to
RB. Due to the nature of the charges in the pair I•+ RB•−, the term w contributes to the exergonicity of �ETG0. Therefore, the reduction

otential of the I•+/I pairs for the three insecticides lie below 1.2 V.”

We have mistakenly taken the values −0.96 and −1.26 V from Refs. [21,22] as the one-electron reduction potential for the
ouples I•+/I, when in reality they were the reduction potentials for the couples I/I−. The mistake does not modify any of the
onclusions on the paper. It is only that the highlighted original sentence could be misleading to someone searching for those val-
es.
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