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Investigation and analysis of pesticides residues in commercial agricultural
products in Shigatse from 2022 to 2024
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ABSTRACT: Objective To systematically understand the status of pesticide residues in commercially agricultural
products in Shigatse, Xizang, and assess the level of food safety risks. Methods From 2022 to 2024, large-scale
monitoring and analysis were carried out on agricultural products sold at major farmers’ markets, large supermarkets
and origin direct supply outlets in Shigatse. Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS) and liquid

chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS) were adopted for the quantitative determination of 45 kinds of common
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pesticides, including organophosphates, carbamates, pyrethroids and neonicotinoids. Results A total of 5229
samples were collected and tested, among which vegetables accounted for 57.2%, fruits 30.9%, and other agricultural
products 11.9%. The overall qualified rate of pesticide residues in agricultural products from 2022 to 2024 was
97.3%. Leafy vegetables had the highest detection rate of pesticide residues (11.7%); among fruits, berries such as
strawberries and grapes had a relatively higher detection rate. The pesticide residue levels of all samples were lower
than the limit values specified in GB 2763—2021 National food safety standard—Maximum residue limits for
pesticides in food. Meanwhile, the risk quotient (RQ) of all detected pesticides was significantly lower than 1.
Conclusion Pesticide residues in commercially available agricultural products in Shigatse are generally within the
national limit standards, and the dietary exposure risk is acceptable. Nevertheless, banned and restricted pesticides are

occasionally detected. It is necessary to further strengthen publicity and guidance on scientific pesticide use as well as

the supervision of agricultural product quality and safety.
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AR P AEBARAO AL 7 il 12 TP B iAo R S
Ve r= i, (EELRR B ) 0 B R £ 4 4 5 A A e
KWEA G ARG Y, nTRESI & ambehd . wf
20 . N TIPS, FREH GB 2763—2021
CErdh 2 EARME PR R RIRF R ) KA LA
Ko, XEFEE PR 25% B BRAE SR 4 AR AT T A ME
ITSHINE, KA M e A W Rt T R 2k . &
AR it A W B R, B S AR SRR AR 2% B XU 1Y
F R RS, HR SRS S AR R, AR 25k XU
3 T A 2RO B, XU SRR E 15 A0 12
FhMLRIER 3211 2169 AR T HEAT 26 R 2446l . 45 R Bon
A 908 MM, A 133 ANEE S i KER B (R
(maximum residue limits, MRLs), & B2 A H
PR TR AR ZE R 3, h Tk [ % Sk 2 7% B3 vk BE 1T
YHRAE T SRR P . WANG 0% T T4 RAER3E
SRESRIEATRG I, KBS 2R AR 2y, AR
3RS R AR 205 B RV N 0.2%~11.9%; 41 Flié: Hi 4
25 KO R KR R, KRS T A
0.001%~3.993%. TONG 21Nt | g Fivk (85 R EA T4 24
SRR AT, TEMCHERY 7028 (B SERES SRR T 68 Flk
R (G A ARTE] . BREFIRIEY A K70 05k R
L, AT e 2R A XU . 285541 29.21%H
BRRER S ATRZGIRE, 0.47% kRS GB 2763—2021 i
SEM MRL, HAr SB35 i 255% B RS 5 f i . JIANG
SV KA T B SRR ML EAT T AR, &5 SR 21 29.39% 1k
WA, T.99% IR S AR 25Uk B v T AR R, FL3E
B H R B S IR 25 s e o T

PO A 94 X AR A ARl . Sl oh & TR,
AR AR, (HLT AR R B 2 BRI A HE T 5 4

SRAEV LRI 5 1, 20 DA 2 it FH AP 2 5 S5 M i i fa T
S HBEI AL T VU5 IR X P R A, R SR e,
BRI . SEHMRER SR, 18 H S S AR 08 SRk
RFE . BAT, 2C T2 DR A 2448 T IR KK IR
125 MU RGEPEPHA RIE R BN BE =2, 458 DU )5
XRRIR B A PR B H AL & e s, TR RAR ™ ah AR 2 5k
DRSS PEAS HLA B IS

A BF T GE R R @ 3 - % (gas
chromatography-mass spectrometry, GC-MS)- 5 AH (-5 ik
:(liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry, LC-MS)!'> 31 %if
2022—2024 AFJE H R TT 52 07 4 8 AR i AR 2
B BR R TR A3 A, 25 IR 0 2 6 VP A 5 1 T TR XURS: RALE,
HH A 2 b DX A 7 i A 247 % B8 TR B v e AU, Oy X b e
a2 A AR BUORTE . Bl 2518 SR AL S S
LSF

1 MR5RE%

1.1 HmRE

AT T H 0 00T 5 X R AE AT A 5229 177,
T ORI 25 14 15 224 A 7 i 21 1 1 AR o 2 B T 2 U
WA — 3 BEA R TG G NY/T 789—2004 (A 245%
VA O AT REAS ISR AE ) AT, A I 2 A7 114 o 45 TR
# GB 2763—2021 Bt A MYRLIEZE R 58 i o SRAERE il 7
15 2y, AL nheds . MREEZE . R Rk B
2 KA RS . RIS KSR IO GR 1),
FITERE SR ARG Y B TR T R e, JF iz 258
35 2 TR I Skl 4T o
1.2 UE5RF

Agilent 7890B—5977B GC-MS {¥ . HP-5MS UI E4E
3% FE (30 mx0.25 mm, 0.25 pm)(3EE 2R F); TSQ
Quantum Ultra LC-MS( 32 [® & B €t R Bl £ 2 7 );
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ACQUITY UPLC BEH C g & #£[2.1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 pm,

x2 AARERANKRAGNRITEREES

LIS 55 55 A (electro-spray ionization, ESI)Eﬁ P Table 2 List of pesticide reference standards used in this study
UG RN f); Eppendorf SSI0R it o TIHA ST L
BB AR GO ); Vortex-Genie 2 WlERG S e chlorpyritos o
. . 2 I triazophos A HLBE
(3215 Scientific Industries 2y F]); N-EVAP ZWCH 4813 (35 = 3 SRR carbofuran L RS
Organomation /A /); KQ-300DE ## 75 i e (E L i Y 4 IR omethoate GRS
fr A BRAF]); RE-52C Jiefe 78 AL ( IR AR ); 5 Tl fipronil S
ME204T MR 0.1 mg, T ARFERE TR 2287, 6 FH iz methamidophos AL
IKA T25 Digital £ &35 B (78 E L RAER & A TR A FD) 7 K I B isocarbophos AL
8 T e acephate AL
%1 I?Iﬂgb?ﬂﬁﬁ%&Fﬁ?ﬂi;%ﬁ?é&ﬁ&% 9 KB methomyl AL IR
T opls avatlabi for sen i Suigatie. 10 WOEAW®E_ parathion-metnyl ___ fBLBk
B 11 FH L phorate A HLBE
i UES LA 18 /% 12 FH L S 1t isoprocarb SRR R
1 - W . (Fhii LR 060 184 13 SRR dimethoate 7@1‘)1@%
3, B 14 i, H ok imidacloprid HAE
5 HEk BN B, LEFE I 610 17 15 Rkl cypermethrin AR 4 3 1
ERNEES 16 IE i acetamiprid BRI
3 QRS PR, o A TR 550 10.5 17 W Hi ik thiamethoxam R
4 R IR, BN, IR, PEETY 420 8.0 18 ST A TR cyhalothrin FUARA 3 g
5 92 WEY, VE., BE. WY 180 3.4 19 s T N b dimethomorph AW
6 ARdE WAL RAL A, X 160 3.1 20 ik R A tebuconazole S
7 KAEZE MERE. AL FEFEL L 10 2.1 21 1 clothianidin R LT
3 J Bk BRE . WA WA 320 6.1 22 By 2 TR 2% abamectin KIF A g
9 % L NN 290 55 23 B phosalone AL
10 K a7 k. A 210 4.0 24 ZWHR carbendazim iU
0 f% T WT. DR, B 340 65 25 KA uvalinate AR MR AT
Ak 26 SN chlorpyrifos-methyl A HLBE
12 K A e AR R 270 52 27 R dichlorvos B
13 REHE PR, AL REL 190 3.6 28 L prothiofos ATBLIE
4 WRE Bk, A BT BE 130 25 29 R phoxim ﬁmﬁ
N - y 30 TR malathion AL
15 bk et %Q%  AE REANE 439 o4 31 SR chlorantraniliprole WU
ait 0229 1000 32 FAUSE R diflubenzuron K AR
= R FLHERR N AR (triphenylphosphoric acfd, TPP: S| ji E;::} :llz::::ji ziﬂz
Sigma 2\ w]); BEMPK-d4 . SRSEHTR-d6 R AR NI 35 PrNE] “hlorfluazaron SRR
K TRC A", HEE, LiE(aigal, 3&EPFE CHI/RBHE 36 I A pymetrozine I
Al B, P iugg, R T AR 37 S R sulfoxaflor T
FR 2N 7]); QUEChERS 5 £ (EN15662 ¥ 5 R ER 2 1R ) 38 H i1 emamectin benzoate KIF TR
B AL 3] N-TN 2 20 7 e B S B IS (primary - secondary 2 — azoxystrobin H ’?\A%W}?’%
amine, PSA)/Cs/ {1 # fk J% & (graphitized carbon black, Rl
GOB)( 155 85 52 W HE M (3 47 LA ); 85 0 (i W WS pmcloswobin o
=99.999%) . e AP H e I TT g A R ) m O rbnconazole ;@;
AR 2% HEARUE S FHAZ[E Dr. Ehrenstorfer GmbH /23 F] 42 FHIRFEIRER  dichloroisocyanuric acid THEEH
5536 H Sigma-Aldrich 24 R4, 4ifEY=98%, A Ml “ — e — L
W ECEEPEREE . SRR AT MR RS S5 3t 45 Fhfey, W i
W3 2 B, LI 182 MQ « em #84lK, H Milli-Q 44 LR diethofencarb  H: F AR G
45 AT niclosamide ARG

1Q 7000 4Lk R 46 (1% F R v A 7 ER it
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1.3 &MFEE

B AL ATAb B E S I QUEChERS Jrikibf ! ), Bigr
SR . KRR, RBRFEVRY BN & AL, SR
FE At 35 T 48 75 40 38 0 4% FH o R 10.0 g ¥ 5E AL F 50 mL
BEOET, A 10 mL O, ERBEIRS & FIRY | min
d AR A BJSMA QUEChERS #HEh(d, 7 BIRIZ 4R
¥ 1 min DMRIEZIFZER AR5y, ZJ5#E 4000 r/min
T L 5 min, BH 6 mL EIETR Z A PSA/Ci/GCB 4k,
W% 7004 15 mL B0, FRKIRENRY 1 min 32500 S min.
HHEASI AR A THERERTALRE: FHF LC-MS 437
FES: BUAE EIEW 1.0 mL it 022 pum A HLUE
(polytetrafluoroethylene, PTFE)id yi¥ /5 B ALK ; FF
GC-MS Z3Hr ke Sy, BGE b B2 Ak 4ifq, L
NGB BT, U85 HEE AR

RUALBE R, T RE B ZE TS B sl b 58 LR A
PIBR AR, [ P bR 7 fe 2 PR IR TR P R PR B, LA
A2 TSR ) 7 £ 5 o 5 o 80 g s SR P A i 25
1.4 (UEDWEH

GC-MS 43#r4&ff: HP-5MS Ul 434 (30 mx0.25 mm,
0.25 pum), HEFEJT AN AR IEL 10:1 (V:V)Sim b e, i
FEOREE B E R 250 °C, HERERRUN 1 uL. A 0w 4l
AR, W 1.0 mL/min. BFFHRSMA: PIGHEE 80 °C
£2£E 1 min, LA 20 °C/min FHEZE 180 °C, FELA 5 °C/min F+ &
280 °CHAEE 10 min, MS Kl S%0 fEHIZEHLE 280 °C,
BFURTEE 230 °C, DURRAFRIE 150 °C; RAH PR diH
i (electron ionization, EI), HLEIRETR 70 eV, EMEIHTR
Haaisist, @53 E E SRS BRI 5 B iig 5
&% (National Institute of Standards and Technology, NIST)#5
WETES R LU X S8 A o s 43 BT SR FH B4 25 7 W D A2 (selected
ion monitoring, SIM), FEPURHIE 11T B ITH .

LC-MS /3#74:4%: ACQUITY UPLC BEH C,g (4 1EH:
(2.1 mm=100 mm, 1.7 pm), £ 40 °C U3 A K75 0.1%
MRS 5 mmol/L FHRELA /KR, WisAl By HIE, R
FEEEVERRARF: 0~1 min, 5% B f£+F; 1~8 min, 5% B 2k F+
2% 95% B; 8~10 min, 95% B {#4F; 10~12 min, 95% B £tk
Mm% %2 5% B I °FfF, SPEMATT 12 min; I 0.30
mL/min, SEFEARFLS pLo SR FH HL 5 55 5 7k s
IEfE R E Ui, EEFmEHRE 3.5 kv, AET
W55 B 2.8 kV, TS 50 AR S8
W TR 2 SO IR, 254 2 H AR B i
BT FHEF= Y8 T R R R S PO S, s AR
VA O B A J5 i Fec PR

GC-MS Y5 LC-MS Frill it b, 340 KE BT VG Ao v h
RATE BT BRHERE A 2 BT T o8 R S8 P Ik
IR A A TR AL I L, 4 BT A R v S O A

ERE, MR WA TR 0 HERR T S AR e T
1.5 KU1

SRk VTR H g 0 AT B B S K AR e 25 5% B X
B H A XU, AN GB 2763—2021 S 5
T A 21 /B A AR R 4 21 (World  Health Organization,
WHO/Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations, FAO) & FMiE £ 2 5 RUG I-AL 77 1L 0, X R84
WARLIAT T IE B BB 5 KU RAE . KU TEAS LA 24
B4 H #18% A B (estimated daily intake, EDI)5 AT %% 4 H
A H (acceptable daily intake, ADI)ZZ b i XK 7 (risk
quotient, RQ) ML FEFR!"™, HAH AKX (DHINTF:

EDI CxF

RQ=—=— 22" 1
Q™ ADI ADIXBW W

K CRES AR 2GR VR B, mg/kg; F oM JE B3 H Y
i, kg/d; BW N F-H{AH (body weight), kg, 24 RQ<1 [},
FNZA L BT F T B Z BN, NS %o B 1 %
B AU 5 RQ>1, WIAEAE AL g R XU o
1.6 HIELIE

KW 38 32k Microsoft Excel 2016 3R 445 343#7 3
IR SEIEE 3K, ARSI TS, B
FHEIKE B E A P<0.05,

2 ER55H

2.1 BRIKREBMEIEGHIFR

ARYRAIFFE TR I H 0% )7 7T 45 A SRR A 5229 LYK,
Ho kG AR 2R B ARG 377 bR, FEAEIARR Z5TR B AR
R 7.2%. FERIARZFRA AL T, A5 143 #HLRAER T
LR B GB 2763—2021¢ & S 2c A FE S hnE &b
MR R RERRE ) MEWREM, BERGHEEN
97.3%. AN I AL TR R R A EH B 2, I
R SR I i B PR A R (2.7%), R ERZE . A
RIHE G AR [l AR AR T, BRI e 2 5k B R
FOTE RS JKORZBRE SRR 1.9%, FEARBIER R
X R E G PRI S . R DL R &
PUHEPRRE TR Hh (3R 3). BVARTE, HWEWH &
B AR N B G s R, A TR AT, (AR
IR IS i ) A 24 5% B R A XSS AR 48 v, AT A
2GR RIS E T S AU, JEE T — RIS, i
A TR XU B A, PSR 2 5% Bl pm KUy, (R PR
T
22 FERAKEMESN

TEAMSE H, SEFERESh R 45 Pz, WAL
R . EEEMIRERZE . HBRIAERAS | AT B = ek
AEANGELZAZG Horp, DU RS Al bk A BR2 AR 25
PR H AT I i, i) o R HE A 2B 28.4% 1 22.7%
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UL AR 2 A FEE SRR | D T | R RS TR | e R
8, R IA LY A A Wi BUE BG i 2 25

KA A HIBERARZG UNRE AL | BB I A A —E R (%
i 12.0%), {EEASR BKF- 240 TEREFPRIELIT (% 4).

®3 HBENTHER~RRAKES L REFRER

Table 3 Detection and over-limit situation of pesticide residues in agricultural products sold on the market in Shigatse

1 MRS PESE. AR ThMESE. TR . BE 960 112 11.7 26 2.7
2 25 N, BN, RE. FE INZh, #EE 610 42 6.9 16 2.6
3 GBS B, FA. AT B 550 48 8.7 15 2.7
4 JRE HR, MK, &N, PUEE 420 31 7.4 11 2.6
5 [FES WG, 5E, BE ., WY 180 12 6.7 5 2.8
6 Rk VAL KA. wEt, dE3% 160 0 0 0 0
7 KA VERE. . ZESEL L 110 4 3.6 0 0
8 R TAE. WA . WA 320 21 6.6 6 1.9
9 AR R AL A 290 19 6.6 6 2.1
10 AR T A 210 10 4.8 4 1.9
11 ik ES B fr . mhRHE . s 340 22 6.5 7 2.1
12 %g? THE KRR, AR, R 270 18 6.7 5 1.9
13 JIRZE PR, FIK, R 190 14 7.4 4 2.1
14 IR Bk, o4 M. R 130 2 1.5 0 0
15 HAb P U NI 5 N NI R - i1 489 11 2.2 0 0

At 5229 377 72 143 2.7

*4 HABVTHER=REZRAGE L RBTRERL

Table 4 Detection and over-limit situation of various pesticides in agricultural products sold on the market in Shigatse

5 R RFKy o AT o L% G % R %
1 B Vil 207 QNN 1A 2 N3 Y32/ R e 2 28.4 2.0~2.5 0.6
2 PR d1 3G P SEANE . RSN . FURAER . SRE AR 22.7 1.8~2.2 0.5
3 f PSS REAEME | SRR SREE . B IR 12.0 0.8~1.2 0.4
4 AIEH RIS AL BRI KE L 9.6 0.6~0.9 0.3
5 BRSSP Nl SR SR DY R 8.5 0.5~0.7 0.2
6 LR e &) TR | SR ot e 7.4 0.4~0.6 0.2
7 HAb 251 ZWR . HEIES 11.4 0.3~0.5 0.1
8 AEIR A2y L1k 20 Y D AL R — 0.03~0.05 Ak

T — N ARM

AT KRR, AVFT P AR D E SR S b A
WASRR A, W R . W KRS, HAS R AR (Z
0.03%~0.05%). ZEAZG M 5 B tEiem, Mg RAkIbER
FRAGT= S (8, HA 2R 0] B3 4/ N R A 7= 3R
HAE eI B 25 B BRIV A G . INRERCR Bk A, It
JEH: H A B A 24 (B it 22 S TR T4k B2 T 3 B sh e A
PR T 25 A L 2 AR TR UE AR, s X /N AR A
PRI 2 5, a2 TR .

CEA AT B, AR YRR I v A 24 5% BR LA BT A
FAUBR BB R 3, AR A MR AE Y R E R IR 0

BV, SSIRTAR 2R O B A Pk, R A T
S AR O ESS B /N R A 5 G A R ER T TR Y Rk M S
FLBEUETE BB AR 2 5k B XU AR, H W I T A O E
A AR 25k B R AR 4 AR B AT

2.3 TABERQERER

A YK PR BT A i B R TR I S IR 25 28
K, ORI BARIR B KO 24, thak 5 AT, i
SEIEHE b BEAR BER 5 A 2, i 22 S 5 2331
K T PEm = MR A S R P G Ak 2y, O R R
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T GB 2763—2023 H#UE MR EE, WHMZE2E Tt
FroeR . FREBUK . Fi2y 8K s R IR A%, 55 &4
A HR R R o FEARZESSH SR h A ZE M B MR
) B R BR () AT, S 43 A 22 A O ik RO A A i Ak
3.118 mg/ke, AR EARE, XL R RRZES A= TR
R BR MR RN TE AT, 12 R R
AR, FECRGEEYWE T RR, GRS
LT, R RS T RS D I Y S A TR R 5 R
EBARME, (AR L BIMCFESeZs, RIHRR X
SRR AR, AR, AR e du ik, ik, £
HRERA AR, E¥ARBREER, BTGk E K
R, X AT e 5K ARG B . 40 GUR " AL R D
MR R EEHH K.
#z5 TEBERNEEIER

Table S Detection situation of non-conforming samples

< i H Kiﬁg ﬁfg)

i Wt Pk 0.084 0.08

A3 ZHR 0.036 0.03

. B BESEIR 0.040, 0.154 0.02
S — —

¢ = 0.067 0.05

F13% SR IR H e 0.2 0.02

WER AACRHEE  0.038,0.073 0.02

HE b i, H ok 0.053 0.05

B b AL 0.079 0.02

252 A BESEIR 0.071 0.02

% g H 3.118 0.05

F3k T A B 0.061 0.02

FA R B 0.091 0.04

i ien ??Fi&ﬁ 0.150 0.02

BRB(LT) AR 0.046 0.02

HH(E) AR 0.071 0.02

k] it £ ok 0.048 0.05

R FiAE ZH R 0.135 0.03

T IE H i 0.009 0.05

FR I Pk 0.072 0.08

FE: [l H A B BB R AN TR it (P47 R P A
B

T3 SE R — Bl A R A DL R R R,
FRAT . msk, RAAE SRR 3z T L
By 20 ECH AR AT B R A H P AU 2
SRR Z R, TEACIRAS AR A i, LT AR 2B SR K
RAPIAR I, RN HAGHE ARG o it U AT AR 8
R HGR & O AL GEAE P TR v 3 I dee R Y — 2R BUGHI,
VZ T 45 Rl A AN ELIE 5 o 22 A A YR v (1 % 2
ARG o AT, 22l 24 17 7 T R A 1Y

5 L5 | FE AR

25 b, AR H KR 2 5% B AR R A AR R e S
AR 25 9 28 g AU i 3 v, L XU SFe U 3 22 5 /N RS
HEPTRLE A 25 B IR 5S  SRA R BRI B TR B, DL
BREERIA L S AR SR F M. B, A
ARG F A = A 2 5 B RV, PR £ e 4, Ik
— A IR IS | MY 2R A v XU 8 S R R Sk R
& PRI, SEBAR T i B W 1A 3 S 24 5%
B TR A LR, RSB ZY . @B AR M )
BE, BRI 2T R, HEShA A Ak 4
PRAEAL 7 1) R
24 FAEHEREHMRAKRBERSN

A i — A BH A A 245 5% B8 K T 5 4 B 0 28 T 2 ) 1
SRR, ABFIEXR AR T . T A R
R AROIAT T M. S5R k6 Fis, ANFEE
BIRTE R R 2GR A R AE I B 2 5, Hoh R Rk
HH R I g TR T T R e A A L % 3 R
KRB RSB EH, HER LG EEX
(P=0.222), HHr, 45 i dmke fh I A 25 5% BA G R A
B, AN 71%F 3.4%, B 65 T HMAEE . ittt
AR g /NSRRI RI A BRI A bR A
PR B, A 256 FHRTEMEA AL, FLAC™ i FH 2036 30 1 &
Roest . BT ES, 3 ECOLOLRIRE S A A 25 5% B
MEREIR, SR RSB & . M2, REGE TR
AR R, HAG RN 3.8%, AR N 1.5%, 1818
2 TR i B T T ST T e A L B A A
F RS R T A R S AR A AL, e
7S IR SR | A itz i S A A T S AN PR Y R
P RIS, M PR T 7 i o R A e ) 7
LA SRR L A AR (2.9%), HZBRE S T ORI T A
s FIA IX R . SRR R R S, R R AN A
BVEAL AL LU G — WK R, RZRI (.
157 24 [0) B S5 PR 1 24 RS 4, AR 7 ol T 247308 0 1k R ft
G ALEIMERR, AR T AR 25k B A AR KU, 1S
oA 25 5% 51 RS KA F A B IOIR S . 28 BNk, 48
A 14 J i W A AR 2R 5 7 e T M R £ R 2%
R ERRE, F, s R a5 /N
RS WA T RE, st /NS R AR  BAk 57 T it 1
IR 2G4 5, 88 R B A IR R, T

=6 AEHEREMHMRAAKRBRIERRBIREILE

Table 6 Comparison of pesticide residue detection rates and
exceedance rates in samples from different sales channels

BERE Rt A AR K% BRI AR/ %

RANG 2600 185 7.1 88 3.4
KB 1700 65 3.8 25 1.5
FEHLE RS 929 27 2.9 9 1.0
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REATC A ™= Ak 24 % B KU | BT DXl £ R A ™ S A o o
B KV HAT FE B S R SORI R R B
2.5 NBEITFHER

YRR ZS SRS b B R RO s B/ (2022) ) 19
WS R, B AR A 60 kg, #E3% EDI 0.30 kg/d,
JKHE 0.20 kg/d, X SIEIRS AR 245 (9 XU KSR T TR,

EIRANERE 7 BN

LA REM, A HARZN RQ W EBALTF 1,
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Table 7 Assessment results of dietary exposure risks for typical pesticide residues
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IE H K SRR HER 0.08 0.30 0.07 0.00040 0.0057
it £ ok Ry 0.05 0.20 0.06 0.00017 0.0028
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