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B, FETHREAR, i KSR AT MRS B AR, JFE AT 2vrfl . R 24 30% Tk
JUR « e e R Ml A 7 AR 0 R A R 180 g ali/hm2itE 2y 1 Yk, HUZEAE R 7 d i, W o i e
M5k B8V <0.01~0.39 mg/kg, T MENR 5% B B 0.03~0.12 mg/kg. PIRNAR 24 15k B2 i B I T F6 =
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e ek e T R A ) A B R 209 0.2215 mg F10.0967 mg, HRUK: 7 4351 M 58.6%F1 51.2%,
HETF 100%, FUIGEEHARSETEZEHN . & SfEER M 7 d ZembmbEE 30% 1k
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Residue and dietary risk assessment of tolfenpyrad, diafenthiuron and its
metabolites on Brassica oleracea
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2. College of Plant Health and Medicine, Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao 266109, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To evaluate the residual levels of tolfenpyrad and diafenthiuron in Brassica oleracea and
assess the chronic dietary intake risk. Methods Brassica oleracea samples sprayed with 30%
diafenthiuron * tolfenpyrad suspension concentrate were collected. The pesticide residues were detected using

dispersive solid phase extraction coupled with ultra performance liquid chromatography-triple quadrupole tandem
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mass spectrometry. Based on the detection results, the chronic dietary intake risk was calculated using a risk
probability formula, and a safety assessment was conducted. Results When 30% diafenthiuron ¢ tolfenpyrad
suspension concentrate was applied once at the maximum recommended dose of 180 g a.i./hm? with a 7-day
pre-harvest interval, the residual concentrations of tolfenpyrad and diafenthiuron in Brassica oleracea were
<0.01-0.39 mg/kg and 0.03-0.12 mg/kg, respectively. Both pesticide residues were below China’s maximum residue
limits (MRLs) (0.5 mg/kg for tolfenpyrad and 2.0 mg/kg for diafenthiuron). Based on China’s pesticide registration
and usage data, the national estimated daily intake of tolfenpyrad and diafenthiuron for the general population was
0.2215 mg and 0.0967 mg, respectively, with risk quotient of 58.6% and 51.2%, both below 100%. This indicated that
When 30% diafenthiuron ¢

suspension concentrate is applied at the recommended dose with a 7-day pre-harvest interval for controlling Plutella

the dietary intake risk was within an acceptable range. Conclusion tolfenpyrad
xylostella in Brassica oleracea, the pesticide residues in harvested Brassica oleracea comply with food safety
standards. The long-term dietary intake risk for the general population is controllable, ensuring safe consumption.

KEY WORDS: Brassica oleracea; tolfenpyrad; diafenthiuron; ultra performance liquid chromatography-triple

quadrupole tandem mass spectrometry; dietary risk
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EH W MFES RS, NEKPlutella xylostella) &
FEfEFEFAN CRE T TR AR, B0
WEA AL, TR IER RSB, AR 3 A E R
M2 R BTG/ NIRRT iR B AR 2T, Rk
PR32 2 e ) i A B AP ARAT LIS AR 28 1512,
RETHPTAEER . HAILPTAER R AR REL . mAE R

RAE, FIHTC A BT B X 26 25 5] (K 0 S BN i
PERESRIS, 30% TREMR e skt R B 7 70 i M = K
FHAPIBHAT R mIBOEIC A7 IR T /N A R I 1 571,
X /NS 1 5 A AR e B R, RIS RE S Ak
S MRHTME AR 77 Az o 1 B i e T PR M AR SR PRI % R 6 59,
X WE /NSRS BT R, (E R A e R T i 2 A
At H . ARIEERR s AT AR T R
A BRE . NUCRIEEZRAE A, X/ Sk B Ry, H
Xitfe BRI, 30% TRENR e o kR TR H
RS, SRR R e K R AT B2 R (R AN R AR
A AR RS USROG, T e R T Tk
JUR T EREIR-R AT TREMR-FF I 45 P A T O AR XU 1A T
BRI 1430 BE (R B R P . DG Tk ke . T Tk
Jok T TRERR-RFN T IEAR - F e (4 S — A S A I A, ©
A TS FRECTEAR | B G RER | R AR
- R B BT (ultra performance liquid chromatography-
tandem mass spectrometry, UPLC-MS/MS)** 21 (A2 fif /1> I,
W e T TR e AR B4 22 5k B B i A B
AR PPAG i T2

AT T 3 rh e R P R TP R 405 P 22 A S
TRPERE AR AR, 74 12 4 H il 7 MR AR T 30%
TR + WAk R B AR, R R AR AR R
£+ UPLC-MS/MS X HiAE s b e . T EMR T kR

IR T R H RIS LA RN, %0 s ke | i
WRAE i P35 B 2 S P P £ AR 34

1 MR5ERZE

1.1 E5RF

Waters ACQUITY ## & 3 AH i1 . Waters XEVO
TQ-XS =H UM AT F it R4 . Acquity UPLC BEH Cg (i
2.1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 pm)(3&[E Waters 73 ] ); FOSS
Homogenizer 2094 B ML Z 48 ITEE A A F]); TY2002
H 4> Z— B KA (5 AR R A A B 7)),
MEIL55DU 5 43 Z — R i B 7 2 T Gife A 45 ) -
R Z 2w, UMV-2 28R IR A # AL B A R
HBRA D, TDZ5-WS AUIGEE.OHL. H1650-W B35
OB O ML R A ER LR T R OBRA Al ),
Master-S30UV 4l KA LA ZE LA A BR A F) .

30% T kR <me B ke 7 5 (LR T REIR 20%, 1 e
WEfE 10%, oM 2 KRR PR A B ), i i o i
(41 99.3%) . T Bk IR (L1 98.7%) . T Bk IR-K (4% 98.5%) .
TR R (B 98.5%) b v i (A6 5t B I IR 15 R T
RABRAA); CHE(ERE4E, 55 Fisher Chemical A H]);
HR (LU = 99%, 1182 subk A (LB A BR 2 |l ); ek
GREREE . FALEN . TOKBIRREE . FALEN(OrbTAl, [E 2R
R RA R, moim S(PEE =99.999%, JtaTiEll
SRR PR FD); AL AR (B 50 mg N-N3EZ,
T, 10 mg f AL R, 150 mg JE7K MgSO,) . Filter Unit
0.22 pm JE BN SEARBHE A R HD) o

1.2 REHE
W ] 3K 3
FEIE NY/T 788—2018 (AR 25505k B M )i i b vfe

1.2.1
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B RURR ) A CR AR Hh A 2 5% B g0 v U ) PO oK, 7
b, vd. #IEE. SN T LB AR, g,
B, TE. 8. BEIFRT 30% T BENR « MR BEE T
FULEH B B TR o 3250 3 o 25500 A N X R BN
X, BA/NKERZED 50 m?, 7EH /NS 1k 00 57 ) 2= 1%
W 4l R A A BRI G 2, W25 IR R 180 g a.i/hm?, it
21K, BLIRBIRI R TS 7. 10 d RERZIR B
Bty BRI S — UCRAE S SRR X HR XA o SREEMI T iR
FESRAIIYI 3 B4 2R, XT AL B —, Y150 1~2 em K/h
Ja, T VKAERI LA, U431 B RE 200 g 28 ARESL4S,
B T-18 CCIRETRAE, FRorHiTo

1.2.2 Hemaraz

FRBOK R 0 H W RE B 10.0 g F 50 mL B0,
A 20 mL ZJi, 2500 v/min IRHERZFEEL 10 min, A S g
SALENIRTE 1 min, 4000 r/min 3.0 5 min J5, B 1.5 mL
FiswEER 2k F, 1R 1 min, 12000 r/min 25.0> 3 min,
I 0.22 pm RS, B A 2 mL FY) AR IR
AT
1.2.3  ALE AR 54

W AH S (R Acquity UPLC BEH Cig (2.1 mmx
100 mm, 1.7 pm), FEiR 35 °C, #FFEAFE 1.0 uL, Wik
0.3 mL/min. Jshitl A B ZHE, WhH B 4 0.1%5) F iR
KER . TS AAREBE R FE T : 0~3.0 min, Fizh4H A
10%Z I 90%; 3.0~4.0 min, WEITM A {£EF 90%:
4.0~4.2 min, VBIH A 11 90%ZR IR 10%, 4.2~6.0 min,
T A 75 10%.

i A HLBE %5 B T U8 (electron spray ionization,
EST), 1IE&FH, B HEE30kV, BFIEIEE 150 °C,
FEERNEE 400 °C, REATAHEILI S8R A, £
WAV 700 L/, $EFLRRASE R 150 Lih; i
SRR, RAZ RN EFREMERR, B ES
B 1,

1.2.4  AR/E W 2B H) Fo B do mDI B K 1

A3 A HERFRIR 0.01259 ¢ TEEK . 0.01266 g T EWR-HK |
0.01269 g T kK- BEREZ A1 0.01269 g M5 AL FE R A9 bR vE i
TR h MR, BRE 25 mL AHT, H2ERmE
AL A 500 pg/mL ARfEEER . RS IRARAS B — 2 fE 1
M TR L TOREAR . TR - R RN T R - H T e A
W, WC SR O 10 pg/mL (RS AR ME IR, T
RANEBLE R W BN 1, 2.0 5. 10, 20, 50,
100, 200 ng/mL AIARUEIR R . BUZS FUH B AL, %0
1.2.2 B 05 L0 4 T S B BTk, T i B B S b
WERS W, K LRI By 1, 20 5. 10, 20, 50,
100, 200 ng/mL FY)H ¥ FE AR HEVA TR o PRI | H B A
B, BE 0.01, 0.50, 2.00 mg/kg 3 NI R, BT
IRERE SAER, SRS AR, R 122/M1.2.3

PR 7 A ) s e e TR LTk TR - UK Tk R - R
T P 1y ¥k
1.2.5 EERER N F4ES &

SR bR o R 4R -SRI i, RS B SR AN 2
ORI LA T RPEA o AP £ JRE XU
PEAGE, X T R IRER BB R SO TREDR . T kR - FF ik
W RN T B IIR IR 2 A, AR LR ():

CoCrt Mo M o0 11.091 x Gt 1,044 % G5 (1)
M, M;

A C oo TERER A S, JETBENR . T BEIR-H IR A
T R - IR R B i 22 A, mg/kg; Cp b T B AR B9 AR B A
mg/kg; C, A T HkliR-H Ik O 5% B8 10, mg/kg; Cs b T kK-
JIRF 5% B, mg/kg: My R T RER A 7315, 384.58; My T
Jik JUK - FH R 1) 4§, 352.51; My A T B IR-1IR A0 40 1o,
368.51,

B A (R TR B S PR PR g ) B2, A5
SR PG I B XU T A - XURS: A% K (risk quotient, RQ)Jy
T 0T e e P P T OR A9 I XU AT TR A, R AR DL
#Hi(2):

RQ="%ADI=Y(STMR;xF,)/bw/ADIx100%  (2)

K STMR, i H br b & 148 1 i A b [ O 8 10 oA A
Y BTG R B S P (E, mg/kg; X AR I
HE BB ICPEY, R R e (B BRUAH B Y B K 5k TR FR
H(maximum residues limits, MRL){H, #7 P [# %7 H L
f MRL {8, D0 3% [ sl 9 45 1 5 /9 MRL {H; Fi A
B — AR A& 50 P84, kgo ADIHRH VT
At (acceptable daily intake), mg/kg * bw; bw &/ [E IH
WH BT EATE (63 kg)o X RQ<100%, M KUK:
QT RT B2, R Z RN R N AT e, HOB(E
IR B

1.3 BUEAIE

EFE UPLC-MS/MS H 5 MassLynx V 4.2 F {4 R4
SR AT /BT AL ER, ] Excel 2007 S % i #E 47 4k 31
HIER.

2 HR55H

2.1 FHAERIE

W AR . TRENR . T EERR-RA T EEAR - SRR A AR
HEVSWTE 1~200 ng/mL Ze M I N 230 RIFRIZLPEC R,
s rR R RS E 2R N Y=12401X+5393, T EkixbrifE
M5 T2 Y=116746X-40384, T EEHR-IRbrvEMZ 2R
Y=129627X+195123, T Tk Ik - H Bk e b o it 4k 7 72 R
Y=136204X+126395, LKMEAHKREIIKT 0.999, M ik
W TEEIDR Tk DK - R A AR T DR - DR 1 35 ST 08 Sy
—11.6%~7.5%, AMFFE 3 I TR ol p 2 A 7 ik o e ol
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Table 1 Mass spectrometry parameters for tolfenpyrad, diafenthiuron, diafenthiuron-urea and diafenthiuron-formimidamide

EW £ 55 1 8] /min FE T B X B TR HEFLH R/ V filf i FL e /e V
s s PR 3.97 ggjﬁgg 384/197 ;2 gg
THER 431 gggg;g 385/329 2 ;g
T REMR-K 4.00 ggggﬁ? 369/229 ig gg
T IR - R o 2.84 gggggg 353/297 S gé

Wi . THENR . T EENR-FH SRR A0 T RENR- IR E 25 1T R
il FP R IR B2 43108 0.01 ., 0.50, 2.00 mg/kg B, ~F-341a]
W#EH 90.6%~107.9%, FHXTFRUEMZE N 0.8%~5.7%, 4 4>
fe& I E RBR M 0.01 mg/ke, FFEA 25588 AT ER

2.2 WMEHEEER. TRRAHE EHORALKRE

LR, P, WIEE . BN T BB IR, b
M. RS, TR, mE . BERIFE T 30% T MR « me dupt
i 8 T R0 AE T b A % B R, e e o it 2 5
180 g a.i./hm® M{Z iz 1 WK, fEMIZYJEHI 7,10 d REH 15
FEMD o M R BERE AR BRIl 7 d AR i RAR B
<0.01~0.39 mg/kg, 10 d BJ5REH & °5<0.01~0.04 mg/kg; T
ik IR 5% B8 e H R (B B 7 d B 8% B o0 0.03~0.12 mg/kg,
10 d BN 0.03~0.07 me/kg; HAKHE WL#E 2. GB
2763—2021 B ML ERKbRE &5 AR 2 i Rk B B
HEOBLE T R IRAE G5 BR T _E A e K8k B B4 2.0 mg/ke,
e bt ke AE S TR B A B R ER R R 0.5 mg/kg. K4
(R 7 d B, BT A ol T R R e P e 1 % B
W EER /N T v R 0 e Rk P PR

EH WAL AR, ISR RN, FhiE
MRS . R . AR S & R EER,
SR EOR AT SR 2558 B A — 208 . AR 12
AT S BT RERE S, s T P 0T TR DR e S 0 e R Wk
B 22 R ARG A A I PR IE B
23 BEEXEITH

e ekt P R T ik R A T ) B A R R ke P B
FrRUETE A L UL 3R 3o W s IR RN T TRk R B IC A E AT LA AR
AR EYFZE, ETMEER . BBE XRS5

(EER P E) TR 4. M B EC NG B T KR, GB
2763—2021 HARHE M B R AEAARE 0 MRL {H, ASIRPFE
FlARE XU e AR TR, 3643 H AR MRL {H 3.0 mg/kg i
ol BICHHEE . ILER TR TR EHESE, ARRER
PEPEFRE I E M MRL {8 0.5 mg/kg HA7IEM . BCmzent
BTREEY, g8 B ARHITHA, GB
2763—2021 e M B R AEAS I [ MRL {4 50.0 mg/kg.

F2 MAEBEMTREE 2 MRS HESRTPHNREARES
Table 2 Terminal residues of tolfenpyrad and total diafenthiuron
in Brassica oleracea samples from 12 test sites

ey fo'UU‘Eﬂ Ik A SN
P ib1/d /(mg/kg) /(mg/kg)  /(mg/kg)
<0.01 (6 1),
0.01 31,
0.02 (4 1),
7 0.03, 0.04, 0.02 0.39
0.05 (3 1),
0.06 (3 1),
0.12,0.38,0.39

e e
i

<0.01 (14 1),
0.01 (4 1),
10 0.02 (2 1), <0.01 0.04
0.03 31,
0.04

0.03 (16 1),
0.04, 0.05,
S
TR 7 0.06 (2 ), 0.03 0.12
0.08, 0.09, 0.11,
0.12
0.03 (22 1),
0.05, 0.07

0.03 0.07

*3 MABERMT BN &AKRERERETEFR

Table 3 Development situation of maximum residue limit standards for tolfenpyrad and total diafenthiuron

a4 BIEAS | CAC eS| WRF)E L W H A
HiE 0.50 / 5.0 / / / 0.30

GING] / / 5.0 / / / 2.00

A i fiz i+ 0.50 / 1.5 / / / 2.00
et 50.00 20.0 30.0 / 30.00 / 30.00

Hi 4% / / 1.5 / 0.80 / 3.00
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a4 YER) 2475 T CAC F AR FE. B R H A
T 2.00 / / / / / 0.30
UNEES 1.00 / / / / / 0.30
K / / / 0.50 2.00 / 0.50
i / / / 0.50 / / 0.05
THREIR () TFAERE S / / / / / / 0.02
Liipia 0.20 / / 0.20 / / 0.20
SR 0.20 / / / / / 0.02
&t 5.00 / / / / / 20.00
fitte 0.20 / / / / / 0.02
T /287812 G 1) 5 AH SRR 0 5 Rk B R e
4 MABRANTBREKEERBAXNKL TG
Table 4 Long-term dietary intake risk assessment of of tolfenpyrad and total diafenthiuron
feam MR BEfrhtke ﬁ;’ffgfjkg) B NEDE ﬁf‘?i R /%
WO 0.0915 0.50 GB 2763—2021 0.0458
X KR 0.0457 3.00 H7Z MRL & 0.1371
e L i e
i 0.0120 3.22 B B e 0.0386
At 0.2215 0.3780 58.6
e Bk 0.0915 0.03 BB 0.0110
A 0.1837 0.10 B B8 0.0184
) KR 0.0457 0.20 GB 2763—2021 0.0091
THEEIR(E )
GI=EY/RT: 0.0327 0.20 GB 2763—2021 0.0065
JEEaN 0.0120 5.00 GB 2763—2021 0.0600
A1t 0.0967 0.1890 512

24 DL AME T e IR 1 ) A S HAE B, XU
ANAIHEAZ, DR 2R () R S bR MR T R ke B
"PAE 3.22 mg/kg, GB 2763—2021 }LE Wk UL ADI
0.006 mg/kg « bw, i A FEme d e ) [ ZAG B A H AR
N 0.3780 mg, M HUEREPERE S HBEA KK N 58.6%,
R AT % o

TEEIREICH 5 RS /NEAsE, BR, i,
TFHREFOT, GB 2763—2021 KHlEEK, FHh, T
FAERLEESE E T REIRE MRL {4, GB 2763—2021 #UE T
5 NESE T EEIR A MRL {45104 2.0 mg/kg . 1.0 mg/kg,

SHLVEATH MRLAE TS T e IR 0 [ 50 555 H 48 AR,

JRUBG AN AT 32 o DR O R €8 35 35 (T 1) IR €8 0 352 (VN 1 38
(14 B 2 A ofE E B T AT BT AR R R, A Bl
0.03 mg/kg. 0.10 mg/kg FATIFAL . BICHY 2 FKRGER .
%), GB 2763—2021 HUE G . R LT BRI MRL
EH¥ R 0.20 mg/kg, ASUKPPAGAR S KUt AR JEE 0, 7k
RBEFE 0.20 mg/kg HATE-G . By 1 FlEMEYI L),
SN B S TS, GB 2763—2021 HRALE T fik

WRAERGHFE E I MRLAE R 0.2 mg/kg, ARRIFAL1EH 0.2 mg/kg
BEATEAL . B 1 RVICRMERI (R, S mi i A
HATIEAL, GB 2763—2021 & T REIRTEZS M F 19 MRL {4
5 5.0 mgkeg, ARKIEATEERE 5.0 mgkeg #H17PFf. GB
2763—2021 FLE T EHIRIK ADI{E M 0.003 mg/kg * bw, i A
BT EENR A B R AN HEBA RN 0.1890 mg, KRN
51.2%, HEERYLT 100%, BEHHAEHERN RIFAOV RS T
e FAZ IR FE X — MR N TR RS 23 77 A R W] 45252 1Y) IR

A% BF 5% S Fl QuEChERS i &b ¥ )7 ¥, H|
UPLC-MS/MS 5 ARTE 1 4 56 57 b e ar 7w e g e . T ik
JUR T Tk R -R AN T Tk R - FF A (1 22 8% BR AT ik, %Ok
VA R A %85 3 R 8 23 T ik JE AR 247 % B A3 BT 1 50K 2022
AEFEHE 12 AHA R H EEAE X T T 5k R H E
N el I N B ) e i S e ST R Y N
Tk Uk . T Tk SR -IOR N Tk UK - R G R 1 R B KO, AR AR AR
14 5% BA 1 56 rh (DA 1 e T e 0T T R 174 1 e R A XL
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W G5 SR FHH, FEH W /NS Ik ORI A AN 4 R AR 1R
R, WSt 30% T REAR « mk R R TR, it 2 5
N 180 g ai/hm?, JiliZh 1R, ‘4 baIN 7 d BORAEMH ik
FE AR B YIS IR e 1 5% R AR HECT kR 2.0 me/ke,
e B EERZ 0.5 mg/kg). 78 E R RIGEEE 25 b, me i Bk
T Tk IR A 12 PR J B TR BR XU A 51 R 58.6% 1 51.2%, J&
TR T 3232 Ko 27 DA B BR 45 R R W, Ak RAE A
30% T kIR « s el ik frie 2k 7 00 B 3 S /N SRR, TR /N SRR
D1 B M A &0t % A DR BB S5 it 2 1 WK, izl
FHE 180 gai/hm®, ARG 7 d 5, HiE EFRE fmkk
T AN T BRI 2 42 1, A2 %ot 11 B 3 A i B o J s 7 1
RGN 30% T EEMR - el B 7 R4 H O s
ICERAERLA A, /SR Y AU R B R AL T —
o e 25 R .
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