4y FEN it B 48 22 BY-[E) i & M #R-GC-MS/MS LM Efh FR L L h 25t
P18 M E AT R B E R EAH KT

X EAR, A#E, AFT, AAF T, D BOURHES S KETI R, L5 102629)

WE: BN #3745 T9EEAAAER-FILE AAF-A48 E# FEHRN (GC-MS/MS) skl € A F R E X F 44 18 # S 315
B RGBTk S AT R, AR A TR EL P AMZANRBEA IS TR, ik RARKSHRF
BREENF, FRAET KRR, 25 FHEEABERDEALE, RA GC-MS/MS 30l &, &% 42 % DM-17ms
(0.25 mm x30 m,0.25 pm) ,ZFFE, A S p BT HAEEm0, RAERSZET ST RELTHM T S0
FRBTIT R FE, BR O ISHSHRFBRAE2~0ng - mL ' NEEAARIF; E2~50 pg- kg Mg FH kR A
77.25% ~112.32% , 854744 Z (RSD) 4 2. 74% ~15.89% (n=3) ;77 ik E B A 0.2 ~1 pg - kg™, RIBRIEIFIEL R,
AP ICRMAT 1075 10 21, £ AFFRERR . FEER ZRES, THANFRELPEH T 18 H 3
KREBREGHT BN T, FrHTRELTHSIRFBRERGETRALGELERNG, FR5IREE,

KB 2 AT TREL TS AL AAR; A48 G IR & 4T 90 i B AR 30 3745
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Determination and Preliminary Risk Assessment of 18 Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons in Seed-Fruit Herbs

by Molecular Imprinting Solid Phase Extraction Combined with Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry

LIU Lina, ZUO Tiantian, ZAN Ke " , JIN Hongyu", MA Shuangcheng ( National Institutes for Food and Drug Control
Beijing 102629, China)

ABSTRACT : OBJECTIVE To research and evaluate risk of 18 polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons(PAHs) in seed-fruit herbs based on
a SPE-isotope dilution GC-MS/MS method for the determination of the residues. METHODS Using isotope as internal standard, the
sample was extracted by n-hexane and purified by molecular imprinting solid phase extraction. GC-MS /MS method was used for the as-
say. The chromatographic column was DB-17ms(0.25 mm x30 m, 0.25 pum) with temperature programming and MRM detection. The
preliminary risk assessment of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) in seeds and fruits of traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) was
carried out by using toxicity equivalent factor method. RESULTS The calibration curves for the 18 kinds of typical PAHs were linear in
the range of 2 =50 ng -+ mL™". The average recovery rate was in the range of 77.25% —112.32% , with RSD 2. 74% —15.89% (n=3). The
LOQs were 0.2 — 1 ug - kg™" According to the risk assessment results, some varieties may have potential cancer risk,. CONCLUSION  This
method is specific, sensitive, and can be used for residue detection of 18 typical kinds of PAHs in seed-fruit herbs. The residual amount of
PAHs in some seeds and fruits of traditional Chinese medicine may have a potential cancer risk, which need attention.

KEY WORDS: polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon; seed-fruit herb; isotope internal standard; GC-MS/MS; molecular imprinting solid

phase extraction; risk assessment

% ¥ 55 #& ( polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, A N 1EE R 200 £ 5 PAHSs, [E FRiERENT
PAHs) B —KEH 2 Ml 2 ML ERAMAE Y, FEHUL (IARC) 7 4t £ HARRBI0 T 94 Fp EL
V2 PAHs 9 R R EBURY), A8 MER  AEURENRNL G, X BImA 15 FZ o5k,
GEASERY i EL el T BAL R R R, E Z I TFIERE LA sl WO S AEE TR K
SRR MELARE M, )2 BRI TP R AEA ML G W 3. R PAHs DU [ P R OE UAFAAE
P EZARER 2 B E PR BRIz e HAp R o 7 R /A PAHs B LR ASTE A7

E&TE v E A 25 S e BT B s AR5 56 490 H %8 (GTTS-2022-7-2)

PEZ TN KWW, &, MIBFE . BRSO 2 R RS Bl oA B Myt BIUES AL R R BFgeOr R
25 KRB s thl e IRV E YIS Tel: (010)53852092; 4415, ), RALZG W51 . 28 RIRZG B sl S 5% B 4
AHE Tel: (010)53852076
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e, 40 - 25 5 R VEESE , KA XS 43 7 i i PAHS
W2 AR 3 LASORL ST AT, a0 0T 2R
2 WK Y PAHs 35 3R T R UTRE L
FARUL IR L P HRBOR T K HE S, E
MR 2 I A 20 A8, BT R
FERPEPE AR I s i oK oFn 2 2L AR S IX 3 Aoy
KAELETF AR PAHs X 4 58 9 75 et 4 L™
H, BRI RIS RZHO A, e JETE
UKL SR R UL L, Bt JORE 0 1 S8 & B
TEIS A AL 38 3 TR AN K o VR R 7 e 143
T TEA A A b 2 A IR M e B 01 ' 4R PAHs,
YRR G, PAHs X 2] -3, i T 205K
BA N PERHE , n] LU 3 R TR 42 ad 5=
T Py WS AR A I, 550 T LG 3 Al
Az PG KR A 7 2 R AR, A
AR RN IERS AR AR 3R | 3 5 o & W ek
AN, B NS i e

BT PAHs 938045 3 e A B0 AR M IE A, 56
45 (547128 (The United States Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, USEPA ) K [ [ J& it BT 58 #1144 ( Interna-
tional Agency for Research on Cancer, TARC ) ¥ JH
16 Fhg Rt set il e o (b S PR
VERTABR 12 ML) (REACH) Bff 445 4% PAHs 8 15l
(HL 45 Bap, Bep. BaA, CHR, BbFA | BjFA | BkFA |
DBAhA), A WF 545 16 R el 5 ¥ 5
REACH KHE ¥ 8 fh Z 3 5 1R85 &, 5 18 Fh &
W5 RE bR, HED, © A — 285 k2
2kt ) SR R B IR (H R AR 2 AN ]
B A RS ST G b A ST AL 3 s, HoR b 2l
AR IR P A AT XU DAl , A58 4 %) b - SR 522k
rhE AR BOAHETT VR T 18 R M R AU
G FHERE H (GC-MS/MS) K5l J5 2%, X Fh R 52
Ry EAT 2R D7 KRBk B O A, DR R TR L2k
21 Z2 P05 SR Ak B AT A0 KUK PEA T LADE fh
Tl ¥ RS b 2 Z 305 5k B 1 At

1 UEFE5iRE

GCMS-TQ8030 7 = i U % AT < st Bk A, B
AOCO0-20i H Bk ds ( HA S HEAF]) ;AGL35 Al
T M R (Fi 1 Mettler Toledo 2\ ] ) 3 Z206A T ES
DAL E Hermle /3 H] ) ; Heid-vdvantage ML % Jig
5 28 AL (EIE Heidolph 24 1)) ;KQ-300TDV £IE
FEIBAL Crp E B Ll A G A FRA R o

18 Fit 22 P55 & 6 B 5 W ( PAH-mix25 , it 5

FIE 22k 2024 4 4 H 5 59 45 8 M)

20829AB, [T vk BE 2 000 ng + wL™') , FERYI Y 16
PR Z 2005 18 [l o 22 % B W ( PAH-MIX 9 deu-
terated , #£5-:21205CY , i & e & 100 ng - pL~", &
Dr. Ehrensorfer /) ) 5 1F C ke 1 — & H 5 AR 5k
(3£ Fisher 23] ) 5 43 BN [ AH AL WO (
M LB R A AS A PR A F],500 mg,6 mL) , 18 FiZ
WO ReAE B T CH BR 2 13 (14 S8 o 3¢ ]
IMRE RN 16 P 23X 518 o 29 (TTE) .

2 FAEEHER
2.1 &L

o3k A B4 O35 A (0.25 mm x 30 m,
0.25 pm) DM-17ms; AR 1 pl, Ao ki ;
BARNFRAAS RN 1.5 mL - min ™' FHEREF
S5l IR TRE 80 °C L4445 0. 5 min, 1 25 °C + min "'
FHEZE 130 °C, FLL 10 C « min ™' FHEZE 200 C, {5
2 min, L4 20 °C - min~' FHE E 260 C, LU
3C -min”' F} & FE 290 C, 4+ 8 min, [ LU
20 °C - min ' FHEZE 320 °C 5453 min, HERE R
290 °C# 1HREE A 280 C
2.2 Uit

B2 (ED U6 BB RE R 70 eV i
FURIR By 220 CsdFtER 1 L, @ Hedb ke, AR
[ 0.5 min, %5 7| 23R : 4.0 min, 2 2 J A5 U 452
(MRM) , 18 Fi Z2 575 I e AH N [R5 25 DY AR 47 O o
I A] M i e PERS WL 2 (18 Fh Z 3105 k2 bep
Fe bjf WA R AR NAR, bep LA bap-d12 Jy [F] i R A
b, bif DL bkf-d12 N [EH; ZHFR) o
2.3 BEAEHE
2.3.1 [FfiEMNRER 16 fiR 2
WI7IE R AL 2 % BUS W 1 mL, B O BE A B &2
20 mL, VEH A ARG &AL (5 pg - mL7™'),
P I IR IBLAif 25 200 L, ] 2 6 # B 28 200 mL,
VEN R R NFREE (5 ng - mL™")
2.3.2 EMEEME S K= 18 Fh 23
JFIEXT RS TR 1 mL # 20 mL S, IR 2R A
VAR B O 45 2 20 B Ay 6 RO i A T TR
(2.5 pg - mL™") o FRAE X R i 2 VA B TR 32 26 Y
FRET(5 ng - mL™") % SR B i 22 IR 5 I8 It vk
44 2.5,10,20,50 100 ng - mL~" { BRI A
it BT (TR R I AR Y R 5 ng - mL™1)
2.3.3 SR EIR BEIM AR 1 g K%
INFEALZE AR (5 ng » mL™") 1 mL, il iE %
30 mL, 53 HEE3 min , $2HL 2 WK, A I P OR, 180T
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WARZE S mL, i MIP-PAH AR HCUNME (S mL HlUBesr 2 Yese it , WOk I o ) — S Vb e i, e
T BEE A AR IBUME, B 3 WSS mLIE BRSO WEBGR A R TS A L mL IEC R,
Cobe ) , 10 mL IE S ket A 10 mL =5 BT GC-MS/MS 734,

®1 BHEAFREIEFMENFHELEL
Tab.1 The information for 18 PAHs and isotopes

No. Name Structure Formula Mr CAS TEF
1 Naphthalene ( Naph ) CoHg 128.17 91-20-3 0.001
2 Acenaphthylene ( Acy) O‘O C,Hg 152.19 208-96-8 0.001
3 Acenaphthene ( Ace) O‘O CipHyg 154.21 83-329 0.001
4 Fluorene ( Flu) Ci3Hyg 166.22 86-73-7 0.001
5 Phenanthrene ( Phe ) OCO CigHyg 178.23 85-01-8 0001
6 Anthracene ( Ant) OOO CigHyg 178.23 120-12-7 0.010
7 Fluoranthene ( Flt) O’g CigHyg 202.25 206-44-0 0.001
8 Pyrene( Pry) Q.O CiHyo 202.25 129-00-0 0.001
9 Benzo(a) anthracene( Baa) OOO‘ CigHyy 228.29 56-55-3 0.100

10 Chrysene ( Chry) OOOO CigHyp 228.29 218-01-9 0.01

11 Benzo(b) fluoranthene ( Bbf) ‘O“O CypHyy 252.31 205-99-2 0.100

12 Benzo (k) fluoranthene ( Bkf) 00'8 CyCyHyp 252.31 207-08-9 0. 100

13 Benzo(j) fluoranthene ( Bjf) O‘ O CyCyHyy 252.31 205-910-3 -

14 Benzo(e) pyrene(Bep) C’-g CyCp0H )y 252.31 205-99-2 -

15 Benzo(a) pyrene(Bap) ‘O‘O‘ CooH s 252.31 50-32-8 1.000

16 Indeno(1,2,3-cd) pyrene(Indp) OO' CopHyy 276.33 193-39-5 0.100

17 Dibenzo(a,h) anthracene( Dbaha) ‘OO CypHyy 278.35 200-181-8 1.000

18 Benzo(ghi) perylene(Bghip) O“ CpoHyp 276.33 191-24-2 0.010
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Tab.2 The retention time and the mass spectrum conditions for MS detection of 18 PAHs

Retention Quantifier Collision lon pair 1 for Collision lon pair 2 for Collision

Name time/min transition 1 energy/eV qualitative analysis energy/eV qualitative analysis energy/eV
Naph 4.07 128.10 >102. 10 20 128.10 >127. 10 15 128.10 >77. 10 20
Naph-d8 4.04 136.10 >108. 10 25 136.10 >134. 10 20

Acy 7.15 152.10 >151. 10 15 152.10 >126. 10 20 152. 10 >150. 10 15
Acy-d8 7.11 160. 10 > 158. 10 15 160. 10 > 132. 10 30

Ace 7.42 154.10 >151. 10 35 154.10 >152. 10 30 154.10 >153. 10 10
Ace-d10 7.34 164.20 >162.20 10 164. 20 >160. 20 30

Flu 8.56 166. 10 > 165. 10 25 166. 10 > 164. 10 25

Flu-d10 8.48 176.20 >174.20 15 176.20 >175.20 15

Phe 10.93 178.10 >176. 10 30 178.10 >152. 10 25 178.10 >177. 10 25
Phe-d10 10. 88 188.20 > 160. 20 25 188.20 >184.20 25 0. 00 >0. 00 0
Ant 11. 00 178. 10 >176. 10 30 178.10 >152. 10 25 178.10 >177. 10 25
Ant-d10 10. 96 188.20 > 160. 20 25 188.20 >184.20 25

Flt-d10 13.00 212.20 >208. 20 30 212.20 >210.20 25

Pyr-d10 13.52 212.20 >208. 20 30 212.20 >210.20 25

Flt 13.04 202. 10 >200. 10 30 202.10 >201. 40 15 202.10 >152. 10 30
Pyr 13. 56 202. 10 >200. 10 30 202.10 >201. 40 15 202.10 >152. 10 30
Baa 16.57 228.10 >226. 10 25 228.10 >202. 10 20 228.10 >227. 10 20
Chry 16. 84 228.10 >226. 10 25 228.10 >202. 10 20 228.10 >227. 10 20
Baa-d12 16. 49 240. 20 >236. 20 30 240.20 >212.20 20

Chry-d12 16.74 240. 20 >236.20 30 240.20 >212.20 20

Bbf 20. 90 252.10 >250. 10 35 252.10 >224. 10 50 252.10 >251. 10 15
Bkf 21.02 252.10 >250. 10 35 252.10 >224. 10 50 252.10 >251. 10 15
Bjf 21. 14 252.10 >250. 10 35 252.10 >224. 10 50 252.10 >251. 10 15
Bbf-d12 20.78 264. 20 >260. 20 30 264.20 >232.20 50

Bkf-d12 20.91 264.20 >260. 20 30 264.20 >232.20 50

Bep 22.57 252.10 >250. 10 35 252.10 >224. 10 50 252.10 >251. 10 15
Bap 22.83 252.10 >250. 10 35 252.10 >224. 10 50 252.10 >251. 10 15
Bap-d12 22.69 264. 20 >260. 20 30 264.20 >232.20 50

Indp 29.49 276.10 >274. 10 30 276.10 >275. 10 40 276.10 >276. 10 20
Dbaha 29. 60 278.10 >276. 10 30 278.10 >277. 10 25 278.10 >278. 10 20
Indp-d12 29.40 288.20 >284.20 30 288. 20 >287.20 10

Dbaha-d14 29.42 292.20 >288.20 30 292.20 >291.20 20

Bghip 30. 88 276.10 >274. 10 30 276.10 >275. 10 25

Bghip-d12 30.75 288.20 >284.20 30 288.20 >286. 20 30

TE N T A BRI IEIEATRE P, BT LR S A AR O R P 8 T 1

Note : In order to better characterize PAHs, some compounds are characterized by two pairs of qualitative ions.

2.4 FEyER

2.4.1 SRR BEHSRIRERES N2,
10,2050 ng+ml.~" {1 ZRFNEAFFHERR  PIFYIR ik
FEHIH 5 ng-mL ™) HERE MIE, LA 18 FEZIF 4R I H:
SPREIFIL 2 AR EE LA R AR AT X, LA 18 R 35
I I HC TR [ 22 PRI 7 S T I T AR 0 A
bR Y, bR TR LR 18 FhZ IS5 — B vk
B Bl A BT 2R M 2 r B9 T 0,999, 32 3,

2.4.2  WEEEE 4R BIURE BRI & BRI e B VA TR
(VREEH S ng - mL™") T HERE 6 Ik, T4 06 T L
SPAME K AR AR R 22 (RSD) , RSD #5/8 T 10%
2 S R BT

2.4.3 Y KBS FBEEEML(S/N=10),

FIE 22k 2024 4 4 H 5 59 45 8 M)

DAIZ e B 4 A T R T 0 YA B R D v 7
WRE NENA T ke BB, G5, £ 0 R
FEO.2 ~1 ng « kg™ Z[H], A3l AL A0 A i Bk . 45
R 3,
2.4.4 FEEMHE FEERBFES 1 g(RR) 46K
AR A8 TR o BIPEA T A 6 4y, D T HAR, &
RWF 4, G5RFI, KM 6 Fh 23 35%% RSD #
INF 10% , BT e iR 2EER
FREUARN (BEGL 2) 1 g, InZ 3405
JEXT BT 1 mL(HBE 4151 2,5,50 ng - mL™") 5
Frile8 3 43, NIE O BE 30 mL, 513 HEH 3 min, $21T
2 R, A I PRIOR , 4 2 5 mL, i MIP-PAH
FHEEICIE (5 mL G0 Be 16 b [ AH ZE 30OV

2.4.5

[ g
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Tab.3 Regressive equations,correlation coefficients,linear ranges, precision and detection limits for 18 PAHs

Name Standard curve r LOD/pg - kg ™! Precision, RSD/ %
Naph Y=0.977X +0.757 1. 000 0. 800 6.52
Acy Y=0. 182X +0. 051 1. 000 0. 200 6.93
Ace Y =2.881X +0.927 1. 000 1. 000 8.53
Flu Y =1.484X +0. 990 1. 000 1. 000 5.04
Phe Y=1.782X +1.372 1. 000 0. 500 7.35
Ant Y =2.061X +0. 331 1. 000 0. 200 4.62
Flt Y =3.236X +1.024 1. 000 1. 000 6.13
Pyr Y =2.459X +0. 865 1. 000 1. 000 3.51
Baa Y =2.104X +0. 348 1. 000 1. 000 3.90
Chry Y =2.180X +0. 423 1. 000 1. 000 2.86
Bbf Y =2.028X +0.433 1. 000 0. 800 7.33
Bkf Y =2.100X +0. 370 1. 000 0. 800 6. 94
Bjf Y =2.197X +0.430 1. 000 0. 800 3.77
Bep Y =2.891X +0. 847 1. 000 0.200 3.62
Bap Y =1.854X +0.295 1. 000 0. 800 6.52
Indp Y =2.688X -0.244 1. 000 0. 700 5.39
Dbaha Y =1.332X +0. 367 1. 000 0. 500 6.67
Bghip Y =3.309X +0.733 1. 000 0. 300 5.83
x4 ZAFRRMNELZBLER
Tab.4 Repeatability results of PAHs
Name 1 2 3 4 5 6 Average RSD/ %
Naph - - - - - - - -
Ace 0.32 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.42 0.37 0.37 8.29
Flu 4.48 4.30 4.36 5.48 4.49 4.53 4.61 9.52
Phe 23. 60 23.19 20. 30 21.23 23.25 22.15 22.29 5.86
Ant 4.03 4.02 3.43 4.13 4.21 3.84 3.94 7.05
Flt 5.04 4.80 4.37 4.89 5.05 4.65 4.80 5.43
Pyr 3.35 3.69 3.48 3.52 3.16 3.04 3.37 7.18
Baa - - - - - - - -
Chry - - - - - - - -
Bbf - - - - - - - -
Bkf - - - - - - - -
Bjf - - - - - - - -
Bep - - - - - - - -
Bap - - - - - - - -
Indp - - - - - - - -
Dbaha - - - - - - - -
Bghip - - - - - - - -
T LT
Note: — —not detected.
A3 WEHS mLEC k) A1 10 mLIES ke HRILEKG,
VRIS T 10 mL — S0 B Be7r 2 YCBE M , S AR 37t s 1) WAL B E5 R A, PAH BRI B2 T [ O R A

TRV, VR AR TR A T mL IEC
RS, AT GC-MS/MS 7p#fr, WL 5

3 EmlEER
AFFFEETHE T 15 A hhFh 42 HER AR 521
ST 2R A, U RE 45 2R R P R IR P 2y
FATE 18 FhZ 3407 Ko 5k B 4, PAHs A9 3% 5L BRI
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(no detected, ND)-2 492 ug « kg ', Hdr, %I ()
YRR B de R, 18 b PAHs 22 1o 9 JE2 51 [
M 117.5 ~11 553.0 pg - kg_l , BIEZH 5B R
R R 50 ~5 061 pg - kg™, IR ZHIF I
{1 ST VR Bl ND ~4 333 g « kg ™' o AT5HZ
I IR BORUL, 23055 92 LA 2.3 F1 4 3RHY
125 PAHs Jhy 3, - 345 18 F PAHs ZFN(1) 77% ,
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RS BHEXRFRHZAFEKE. n=3
Tab. 5

Average recoveries and RSDs of polycyclic aromatic

hydrocarbons. n =3

2 pg-kg™! 5pg-kg! 50 pg - kg™
No. Name Recovery RSD  Recovery RSD  Recovery RSD
/% /% /% /% /% /%
1 Naph 89.78 11.22 85.44 4.77 117.67 5.51
2 Acy 85.24 2.74  99.64 8. 10 102. 36 12. 08
3 Ace 109. 14 3.27 102.23  6.58 93.75 4.79
4 Flu 84.42 10.44 107.03 4.90 100. 77 5.25
5 Phe 77.25 13.04 83.07 10.33 89. 80 1.79
6 Ant 99.92 3.50 93.88 13.57 90. 35 3.85
7 Flt 87.17 15.48 86.34 11.56 96. 34 2.02
8 Pyr 107.08  15.89 104.84  3.99 95.56 0.53
9 Baa 110. 43 4.40 96.03  8.47 97.51 5.45
10 Chry 82.27 4.93 91.59 4.85 99. 08 3.95
11 Bbf 111.55 5.04 112.32 4.05 89. 65 6.99
12 Bkf 89.61 12.04 94.39 8.62 110.96 3.82
13 Bjf 80. 84 9.14 96.46 3.75 109.52 4.23
14 Bep 95.29 5.70 100.45 12.52 98.03 9.34
15 Bap 93.87 5.10 102.47 7.24 101.31 7.72
16 Indp 82.07 8.81 92.35 9.54 104.62 6.10
17 Dbaha 87.98 5.15 87.64 12.71 97.91 8.40
18 Bghip 102. 03 5.78 106.53  7.16 99. 14 5.04

1M 5 ¥ 6 PR E BT PAHs BT (5 R, AAAG HY
FRFE 2575 AR E R R (a) B 2R
I8 90% o K iy 42 ek B F L 2 25 A AR S
AT (a, h) BURERI(ghi ) SRR H 3B, 244
T 50% , BAIBUE Y FUATT () BRI F83K 5] 65%
BRI S P 18 R 2 I TT R 1
WREW 2R 7, AR SCRATF (a) B PAH2 | PAH4 Fil
PAHS 1 2544 PAHSs 75 Y K HC 4 B 52 i 1) 45
INPIHATSE, s gt T E AT T B A
R A a5 R LK 6, KIf(a) B \PAH2 . PAH4
F1 PAHS #6575 Bl 5 ND44 pg -+ kg ™' ,ND-300 pg -
kg™ ' 0.3~615 pg - kg™ .0.4~1866 pg - kg,
Kl 4.6 31.3 .62.5.121.0 pg - kg ™',
MEAR ST , K LA AE S5 4 i = i A
() PAH4 ¥{E ) 100 pg - k™', #b1LAE HEF .5
M B 4 SR 2R 9F (a) B
5 pg - kg™, FAT AR B SRS PAH2 H){E
50 pg - kg™ KB IIAE AT DS R 4 A
) PAHS P{Ei# 5 100 pg - kg ™', i 4L 5y Rl PAHs
TG G i L, AT AR AR il B 2 8 Bl
WK R, 22 ZE RIS 22 28 1L AR D LA | 2 A 0 A
R e S e 5, DO 45 SR LU X R, 22 2
VF IS ISR S Y ISE 27y ok Rl EIEE S
UL H IR 25 55 T DA LLUA R0 1L A | 2 A R A 2

FIE 22k 2024 4 4 H 5 59 45 8 M)

FT6 HFREXPALHAFBEFTLFEINLE. n=42
Tab.6 Residues of PAHs found in root and rhizome herbs.
n=42

Content/ g - kg ~! Detection
Name
Range X*s rate/ %

Naph 14.7 -906. 8 247.8 +176. 1 100
Acy 0.0-21.0 3.3+54 54
Ace 0-6.5 1.3£1.8 57
Flu 0.0-164.8 21.5+27.1 97
Phe 12.2 -1 866.2 153.7 +310. 4 100
Ant 0.0-165.2 15.9 +27.7 95
Flt 1.4-1778.6 114.4 +305.5 100
Pyr 1.4-1635.1 101. 6 £276.6 100
Baa 0.0-250.5 23.8+50.8 92
Chry 0.0 -256.4 26.7 +56.8 70
Bbf 0.0-64.3 7.4+14.4 73
Bkf 0.0-182L.3 52.2+299.0 76
Bjf 0.0-2491.6 71.0 +409. 1 51
Bep 0.0-27.7 3.6+6.3 65
Bap 0.0-43.9 4.6+9.3 65
Indp 0.0-18.1 2.3+4.2 81
Dbaha 0.0-9.0 0.6+1.8 32
Bghip 0.0-34.9 3.4+7.5 46
> LPAHs 50.5-5061.1 709.9 £972.3 100
Y HPAHs 0.0-4333.0 145.0 £710.0 92
>2PAHs 0.0-300.3 31.3 £65.9 76
Y 4PAHs 0.3-615.1 62.5+130.7 100
>.8PAHs 0.4 -1 866. 1 121.0 +331. 1 100
> 18PAHs 117.5-11553.0  1.803.5+2.615.2 100

11: T LPAHs FRRIML I T RN LM ; T HPAHs KR TR L3R5 1R 1 KA
S 2PAHs 4§ PAH2(Jf(a) B I (a) ¥ + Y AFN) s Z4PAHs 4§ PAH4
(RIF (a) B + 9 (a) B+ 89 (b) B + .6 5 X8PAHSs fif PAHS (R JF:
(a) B + A3 (a) B+ A3 (b) J + 08 + HIF (k) 988 + “HIfF(a,h) B+
FIf(g,h,i) B+ HIF[1,2,3-cd | EEER) ; X 18PAHSs 45 PAHIS,

Note: 3, LPAHs represents the sum of light polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons;
HPAHSs represents the sum of heavy polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons; ¥ 2PAHs
refers to PAH2 (the sum of benzo (a) pyrene, benzo(a) pyrene +benzo (a) py-
rene) ; Y 4PAHs refers to PAH4 (the sum of benzo (a) pyrene + benzo (a) an-
thracene + benzo (b) anthracene); Y 8PAHs refers to PAH8 (the sum of benzo
(a) pyrene +benzo (a) anthracene + benzo (b) fluoranthene + acenaphthene +
benzo (k) fluoranthene + dibenzo (a, h) anthracene + benzo (g, h, i) pyrene +

indeno [ 1,2,3-cd ] pyrene) ; X 18PAHs refers to PAHI1S.

2RI A5 2R A, DU 22 B 55 e 1) o W S 3, 6
Yl Ja Z2 3R T5 I A S EaFe, mT RE AN i b B
Trik AR (a2

4 MF R
4.1 HFHELEET(TER)FH

AW 3k F 5 1% 24 & I F (toxic equivalency
factor, TEF) JEA4 58 16 Fhi4% PAHs AHXHI (a) 26
(BaP) iy B REVE S UL . fEPTH 2385572+, BaP
A fm 19 2o v, I 22 36 05 e i BooE AR
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RT MFREEHGT IS HEAF RN TFHRE. ng - kg™’
Tab.7 The average concentration of 18 PAHs in Root and rhizome herbs. pg - kg™

Name Hordei Fructus Fried Hordei Crataegi Fried Crataegi Pericarpium Fructus Fructus Fructus Chebulae
Germinatus(n =2)  Fructus Germinatus Fructus Fructus(n=1) Citri Reticulatae Gardeniae Chaenomelis Corni Fructus
Naph 279.0 £71. 1 336.21 309.6 £79.5 238.39 236.6 £91.2 301.4 +£43.4 170.1 +67.8 573.2 £399.4 259.38
Acy 4.8 5.7 2.10 4.2+1.0 15.18 1.6 0.2 16.7 £4.5 5.2+5.7 - -
Ace 2.4+2.4 - 2.8+1.8 2.39 0.7+0.5 3.4+2.7 2.1x19 - 1.50
Flu 20.8 +6.4 20. 40 26.0+£2.5 43.97 4.6+3.1 38.2+4.8 8.5+4.5 10.2 £3.1 22.83
Phe 61.3+16.5 52.58 157.6 +62.7 675.32 57.4 £15.7 158.2+19.9 45.0+7.2 138.6 +45.8 187.36
Ant 1.4+2.6 6.20 31.3+£20.5 165. 19 7.4+3.1 26.0+9.9 4.6+1.1 25.9+1.5 -
Flt 4.9+19 6.62 121.3 £73.9 1778.57 4.9 +12.8 209.1+£124.3 7.4£1.6 104.6 £51.2 20.57
Pyr 2.2+11 4.14 94.3 £59.1 1635. 14 40.2£9.4 205.7 £132.8 5.5+1.2 92.6 +£51.0 21.69
Baa 1.0+0.8 - 1.8 £2.7 250.51 1.7+1.3 61.5+45.0 3.9+2.5 23.9+11.1 -
Chry - - 19.2 +2.8 256.41 15.3 0.2 64.1+42.3 - 30.8£13.3 -
Bbf - 0.31 3.0+0.5 64.29 5.3+3.1 19.0£15.0 0.6+1.0 86+3.9 1.78
Bkf - - - 30.37 608.4+1050.4  9.8+85 - 3.3£22 -
Bjf - - 0.1+0.9 33.96 832.5+1436.8 10.8+9.4 0.1+0.2 4.7+3.2 0.18
Bep - - 0.9+0.3 25.67 3.9+0.9 5.4+7.5 - 5.5£2.2 1.06
Bap - - 0.5+0.2 43.89 3.7+0.3 10.9£9.5 0.1+0.1 6.0+3.4 -
Indp - 0.21 0.3+0.3 17.96 2.0+0.2 3.9+3.3 0.1+0.3 2.6+0.7 0.58
Dbaha - - - 6.65 - 0.9x1.3 - 0.4 0.4 -
Bghip - - - 34.94 4.1+0.9 7.5+6.7 - 4.1+2.7 -
> LPAHs 377.9 £90.9 428.25 778.0 +302.0 5061. 05 420.4 +£106.5 1084.2+380.3  252.3+80.9 999. 8 £380.0 513.33
> HPAHs - 0.52 4.8+1.0 257.73 1459.9+2488.2 66.0+56.4 1.0x1.6 35.3£18.2 3.59
>2PAHs - - 19.8 £2.6 300.29 19.0+£0.4 75.0 +51.8 0.1+0.1 36.8 £16.6 0.00
> 4PAHs 1.0+0.8 0.31 34.6+5.4 615.09 36.0 4.2 155.4 +111. 4 4.5+3.4 69.3 £31.5 1.78
>.8PAHs 3.4+3.3 0.52 18.4+1.5 450.99 635.8 +1052.3 116.5+85.7 6.8+5.2 48.9 £24.0 3.85
> 18PAHs 377.9 £90.9 428.77 782.8 £301.2 5318.79 1880.3 +2 570.9 1 150. 3 +436. 1 253.2+81.4 1035.1+379.0 516.92
Name Fructus Semen Fructus Mume Fructus Mume Mori Fired Semen Lablab ~ Semen Lablab Bran fried Fructus
Momordicae Coicis (n=2) Carbon(n=1) Fructus Album(n =2) Album(n =1) Aurantii Immaturus
Naph 218.6 £53.4 189.24 241.1+67.2 192.21 319.9 £244.2 113.7 +45.4 158.05 41.4+25.2
Acy - - - - - - - 2.6+1.3
Ace - 4.30 - - - - - 2.3+2.2
Flu 11.0+1.0 27.07 34.6 £8.5 164. 82 15.9£15.5 10.5 6.7 18.56 6.0+1.0
Phe 29.6 £3.6 126.25 113.1+22.3 1866. 25 103.9 +£77.9 80.3+£37.4 113.20 18.1+3.3
Ant 5.1+2.6 2.34 9.4+4.1 3.89 8.6+6.8 13.1+12.9 11.67 7.0+0.6
Flt 156 £1.5 7.49 16.1£20.5 637.61 39.3£31.9 23.7£31.5 19.01 14.8£1.0
Pyr 14.5+3.0 5.78 2.3+1.7 470. 65 32.3£25.0 20.5£20.0 12.91 14.3+2.0
Baa 6.7x1.1 6.85 13.7+1.3 178.13 18.0 £6.7 2.1£0.6 3.55 4.3=+1.1
Chry 4.9+4.3 - 16.9 2.8 232.47 15.3£11.2 . 2.66 3.5+1.8
Bbf - - 2.8+0.6 56.09 6.1£5.2 - - 5.3+1.9
Bkf - - - 25.08 2.5+2.2 - - 1.2+2.1
Bjf - - 0.3+0.5 34.96 2.4+2.3 - - L1+1.9
Bep 1L.2+1.2 - 1.2+0.5 27.71 4.2+4.1 - - 5.5+L.7
Bap .L1+1.4 - 0.6+0.8 33.33 4.0+3.5 - - 4.4+1.7
Indp 0.7+0.9 0.29 0.3+0.4 18.12 2.0+L.5 3.0+4.2 0.11 1.9+1.0
Dbaha - - - 9.04 0.1+0.2 - - 1.3+0.2
Bghip 0.1+0.2 - - 28.60 2.7+2.6 - - 1.7+0.7
> LPAHs 300.0 +64.6 369.32 474.3 +£17.6 3 746. 02 547.2 +406.5 272.9 +141. 1 339. 60 113.9+26.8
> HPAHs 2.9+3.5 0.29 5.2+0.6 232.93 24.1+£20.8 3.0+4.2 0.11 22.3+9.6
Y 2PAHs 6.0+5.2 0.00 17.5£2.0 265. 80 19.3£14.5 0.0+0.0 2.66 7.8+3.4
Y4PAHs 12.7 £6.3 6.85 34.0+3.8 500. 02 37.4£30.0 2.1+0.6 6.21 17.3 £5.7
Y 8PAHs 84+3.3 11.45 17.4 £0.7 348.39 20.4£25.3 5.1+4.8 3.66 22.2£5.7
> 18PAHs  308.9 +67.1 369. 61 479.6 +16.9 3978.95 571.2 +427.3 275.9 +145.4 339.71 136.2 +24.3

T8 SCP BRI AGHIEUAh, B0 Al 3 s - - R

Note ; except for the batches indicated in the text, there are 3 batches for each variety;
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Lk BaP {4 (BaPeq) 32n . B Y i T d it
B PAHZN(WHO) HEST Y, S — 3500 AR i s
Z ) o2 KU I 2R 5 VAN O ik KR A
YRR A3 5 6 7R A5 ) i HE PR LR TSR Y
o XL BaP AR iES Y, s T
(TEF){HE N 1,445 HAth PAHs 5555119 BaP 17
FEPER/N AL, 15 454 PAHSs (9 TEF i, 376K
2% Fil Nisbet!" 42t 1) 554 231 I AR RS T BaP 1Y
TEF {}, 44~ PAHs %} BaP i TEF {5 L3 1, @it
A1 I 16 FU4E PAHs AHXT AT (a) B (BaP)
FEEME S R TEQ,, o

TEQ,,, = X/ _, BaP, = X! _ BaP,p, x TEF,

2 (1)

X o M5 i A PAHs B (g - kg™ ) ;
TEQy,, A AHXT BaP 1) 518 P 24 & vk B TEF, O 5
A~ PAHs X i i) TEF {8,
4.2 FUE ARIFH

ZITS IR E T BUB Y B, VRN 2 305 1R 4
T2 A g PRURS: SR A N IR 422 ko A B0 4 (n
ZIRT5 N ) T LA R R RE I3 IAE R 0
W 2 A= 2 9Eg XL B ( Incremental lifetime cancer
risk , ILCR) J& 4§ N & 5% T 3L Fhv] RRBUS Y BT, 7T fig
BB S KU . ILCR 248 AMAE— A P R 2 55
TV AE S0 W 10 & A TR e R ARE SR G o, AT E A
A 2 PR

ILCR = TEQ,, x DR x EF x SF x CF x ED/
(BW x AT) n(2)

s ILCR 2y PAHs 763855 Rl 8 A fF4e A=

RE FHAMLIHF RS REFRH(x107°)

SR ; TEQy,, i PAHs FHXT T BaP ) % 20 30
T (pg - kg™, AR T S5 DR 24
AR (g - d7) 20 g - d7 15 EF SRR
A 90 dP5SF Sy BaP B HUE MBS 2R B0 11 5
RT3 kg - d - mg T ED Sy BREEAER(a)
BW Jg ARG L) 60 ke 113 AT Sy ABERY FlH 75
fir(a) ;CF HHALF 107 kg - mg™', 3] USE-
PA HEE RIS EUAE - ED X FAEBURE YL 30a, X F 3
FEYIHL 70a; AT XFHEZUE P I 30a(10 950 d) , % F
FHUEYEL 70a(25 550 d)

cdi US EPA X ILCR g 35 7 B0 KU IX 1], 24
ILCR <10 ~° b /R AN A7 78 3500 R IG: L 35008 IR ]
DA AT R — A5 A HE it 5 24 ILCR > 10 A 3%
INEA BRI S0 X , © 20885 ] R A2 1 i KU
IR 1B JRUSS: AN AT 42 32 11, 201 2L R BUR 1 ) A 7
31524 ILCR 4 F 3 Z 8] i, D 36 7R A7 7 A 30 R
I P AR BUR AR, (EIE AR B SR K-
4.3 ZERpH

MRAEAZ 1 A BN F RN SRR 9 2
b 16 Fffli ¥ PAHs A Xt BaP i 35 4 24 1 vk
TEQ,, , PR A5 2 T3R5 2 Fp 7 R 92 b 2544
PAHSs 75 ¢ T 7E B0Um M TP 25 5L (£ 8) o MIF
RS LR 22 28 022 28 s ORI LB
WF EU S AR W H RS P DUR IL-
CR {E/INTF 10 ™ 726 A XUBS A AIG, k0 1L L R B
BEF L BT Mk S BREP AL SE I ILCR (A
F 107 ~ 107 2 [, 2 W1 A B A7 76 T e 208 KUK
W ERRATHY

Tab.8 Preliminary risk assessment of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in Chinese herbal medicines( x 107%)

Hordei Fructus Fried Hordei Fried Crataegi Pericarpi
or( ei . ructus ried Hordei Crataegi ried Crataegi em:u]})lum Fructus Fructus Fructus Chebulae
Type Germinatus Fructus Fructus Fructus Citri Gardenic Che lis Comi Fructus
(n=2) Germinatus Tuctus (n=1) Reticulatae ardeniae aenomelis orni ructus
ILCR 0.29 0.28 0.98 28.74 20. 13 6. 86 0.25 3.54 0.22
Fruct S Fructus Fructus Mume M Fired Semen Semen Bran fried
Type M midL_ls Cel-nejn Mume Carbon F 0:1 Lablab Album Lablab Fructus Aurantii
omordicac oS (n=2) (n=1) ruetus (n=2) Album(n =1) Immaturus
ILCR 0.33 0.89 22.83 2.15 0.50 0.54 2. 14 0.65

1 TLCR — 3 AL BUm N o

Note : ILCR - Incremental lifetime cancer risk.

5 it g

ZIWTTRE N NRE AL EY), i TIEC kN
] S T B A AR R P SRR A LA, DRt
BBCHA ) e I C e N R = SR e S HILIA R
AT AL T CIEFIEC BExs 18 Fi PAHs [ $2 1)K

FIE 22k 2024 4 4 H 5 59 45 8 M)

HOR SR R CIEFIE C B Re s h 25 i 2
IFRE PRI A SR BUSCR TG 225 . % I8 F )R
SR SR A IO 78 R e 4, AR SR LA OE b D R B
?ﬁ’%ﬂjo

Z I T7 K FAT MR T 254 7 22 A L5 XU
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