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Abstract: A method of liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) was
developed for the determination of flufenacet and its metabolites in wheat. The results showed that the
linear relationship of flufenacet and its metabolites is good in the concentration of 0.001-0.5 mg/L,
and the correlation coefficient is greater than 0.999. In three different concentration levels, the
recoveries of flufenacet, flufenacet thioglycolate sulfoxide, flufenacet OA and flufenacet ESA in
wheat are 89.1%-119.4%, 70.7%-113.0%, 72.0%-105.3%, 74.1%-114.8% with the relative standard
deviations (RSDs) range of 0.5%-3.1%, 2.2%-5.6%, 1.6%-3.4%, 1.4%-5.9%, respectively. The limits
of quantitation (LOQs) of flufenacet and flufenacet thioglycolate sulfoxide, flufenacet OA and
flufenacet ESA are 0.01, 0.05 mg/kg, respectively. The method was used to determine the wheat
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samples in ten areas. During the harvesting, the residues of flufenacet and flufenacet thioglycolate
sulfoxide in wheat grains and stalks period are all less than 0.010 mg/kg, flufenacet OA are 0.050-
0.38 mg/kg, flufenacet ESA are less than 0.050 mg/kg, and the total residues of flufenacet are less
than 0.12-0.69 mg/kg. Dietary risk assessment was calculated according to the dietary risk assessment
model. The results showed that the daily intake (NEDI) of flufenacet in winter wheat for general
population is 0.026 87 mg, and the risk entropy of flufenacet is 8.5%, indicating that the dose of
flufenacet in wheat does not pose an unacceptable risk to the health of the general population. There
are some uncertainties in risk assessment, which are mainly reflected in three aspects: 1) No chlorine-
related information has been collected from the database of the FAO/WHO Joint Meeting on Pesticide
Residues, and no reference dose has been found, so acute dietary intake risk assessment cannot be
carried out. 2) The maximum residue limit of registered crops in various countries was used for the
residual data of flufenacet, and the median residue value could not be obtained, and the processing
factor of cooking process was not considered, so the calculated risk entropy was high. 3) In this paper,
only wheat was used as a single exposure route to exposure, while daily residents were also exposed
to flufenacet through other foods, so there are still some limitations in the overall risk assessment of
flufenacet exposure for residents.
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Table 1 Mass spectrometry parameters of flufenacet and its metabolites
(st 1R BR B ] EEE X JE B X Rl e it

Compound Retention time/min  Qualitative ion pair (m/z) Quantitative ion pair (m/z) Collison energy/eV

TIGE T 4.26 364.1/152.1 364.1/152.1 18

364.1/194.2 10
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302.1/284.1 10

FHE R e OA 3.64 226.1/110.1 226.1/138.0 27

226.1/138.0 15

FWEFIZESA 3.52 274.1/80.0 274.1/120.9 31

274./120.9 20
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Fig. 2 Effect of different extraction reagents on the recoveries of the target substances
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Table 2 Evaluation of matrix effect
L&Y FE EAE R REL FESONE 50
Compound Matrix Linear equation Correlation cofficient (7) Matrix effect/% Influence
eI sl y=5x107x+37952 0.9999 — —

Fhi =6x10"x+50988 0.9999 20 55 5 T RLUN
y

F&FF y=5%10"x—5399.2 0.9999 0 SR

FE R B L R gl y=3x10"x-21453 1.0000 — —

AL =3x10"x+40219 0.9999 0 SR
y

T y=2x10"x+144110 0.9998 -33.3 rp 85 AN

FWERZOA sl y=5x10°x-2686.3 0.9999 — —
FRi y=5x10%+5852 1.0000 0 S HE BTN
F&FF y=4x10°x+10789 0.9999 20 SR
FWERLIZESA sl y=9x10°x-14639 1.0000 —

AL =8x10°%+7515.7 0.9999 -11.1 SR
y

F&FF =6x10°x+5501.1 1.0000 -33.3 A RN
v

R3 ARFMAKFT, SRR R EA G Y =X AR R 2=
Table 3 Average recoveries and relative standard deviations of flufenacet and

its metabolites at different spiking levels

ety R ’ng‘j JEICH Recovery/% MR 22
Compound Matrix (mg/ke) 1 2 3 4 5 SEHE Average RSD/%
FME R A i 0.01 1182 1194 1184 1194 1194 118.9 0.5
0.50 107.8  107.8 1052 107.8 106.3 107.0 1.3
1.0 962 891 949 906 939 92.9 3.1
F&FF 0.01 1160 111.0 1120 1140 110.0 112.6 2.1
0.50 1060 1086 1100 107.8 105.1 107.6 1.9
1.0 1048 1042 1025 1080 1052 104.8 2.1
FER R LR ok 0.01 93.6 906 954 97.6 954 94.5 2.6
0.50 764 778 742 183 767 76.7 22
1.0 1.6 707 727 754 758 732 2.8
FEAT 0.01 113.0  109.0 100.0 102.0 100.0 104.8 5.6
0.50 88.4 845 89 865 919 88.1 2.9
1.0 87.1 89 780 872 878 85.4 49
FEFLOA R 0.05 732 760 734 739  79.0 75.1 3.4
0.50 734 733 744 713 718 75.3 3.1
1.0 735 736 731 753 720 73.5 1.6
FEFF 0.05 756 768 780  78.6 752 76.8 2.1
0.50 988  99.5 1053 103.6 1053 102.5 2.8
1.0 793 775 715 796 799 78.7 1.7
FRMERIFEZESA ki 0.05 830 850 775 855 894 84.1 5.3
0.50 755 756 756 776 781 76.5 1.4
1.0 83.8 736 820 812 741 79.0 5.9
FhiFF 0.05 1082 110.0 1148 112.0 109.0 110.8 25
0.50 1039 982 1060 1055 1059 103.9 32

1.0 86.3 88.0 77.1 88.2 86.6 85.2 53
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2 [ PV R R A /N 2 A R b IR K ik R R
iR 0.6 mg/kg, 75 /INZE A o de KBR B BR 4 oy
0.35 mg/kg; IR JRUME L AR /INE TP iR R
B PRk 0.1 mg/kg; H A JUBE W e 7E /N 22 vp
e KGR B R AR 0.5 mg/kg; [ B i ik L2 B 2
(CAC) . MR, i [ 45271 2 il s W 5 fr
/N R KAR B IR . AR SCI AU T PE Y
T T A R A 900 5 Je () R o e Kk B PR i
{8, HAx 9 MK ¥R H .
27 BERXEITME

TEFR ], FBUME B e ALK R L /N2 R OK |
FRAFEE Y, R, H LK 3 FfE 8 04T PR A .
R R 1 B H ARV 0.005 mg/kg bw

®4 RBEEREEQHMENEDHKE

Table 4 Residues of flufenacet and its metabolites in wheat

5% B4 & Residue/(mg/kg)

Mgt AEY) REERTE — - — — — - _
Place Crop Time/d  FBPERIIL FEUVE AR I 2 TR AR FERZOA  FEREFESA  FUUERECE)
Flufenacet Flufenacet thioglycolate sulfoxide Flufenacet OA  Flufenacet ESA  Flufenacet (total)
TH Eh 256 <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
FhEFF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
1T s 250 <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
FhiFF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
dent Aok 243 <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
F&AF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
R FEh 230 <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
FhEFF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
[EIEE = A 233 <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
FhiFF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
R A 225 <0.010 <0.010 0.094 <0.050 0.22
F&AF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
WiT R 185 <0.010 <0.010 0.059 <0.050 0.17
FhEFF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
RN 5 A 189 <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
FhiFF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
107 A 199 <0.010 <0.010 0.098 <0.050 0.23
F&AF <0.010 <0.010 <0.050 <0.050 <0.12
[ A 152 <0.010 <0.010 0.052 <0.050 0.16
FhEFF <0.010 <0.010 0.380 <0.050 0.69
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R 5 Fo 0 5 fe A B0 A W A e K R B PR TG £ 45 R BN 2, AR A S e 1 £ H
L, LA SR S 6 3R AT (14 JUE R R 7R /INAZ I 1) 3% BN 0.026 87 mg, KUK K 8.5%, & BH F e
FA{H (0.05 mg/kg), FFAR 4 TAE &6 2015 4F & i 1) B Xt — P N TR A AN 23 7 A AN T 2 32 1 XU
(2015 47 [ Ja B E 3R 5 18 MR AR B0 5 ) i i TS,

x5 FEEREEQHYENEZPEEREIBANRKITR

Table 5 Risk assessment of chronic dietary intake of flufenacet and its metabolites in wheat

BiClEY) ELLES i SR RERE SHEAR  HARlrsAR KRS
Registered crop  Food category  Dietary quantity’kg ~ MRL/(mg/kg) Source NEDI/mg ADI/(mg/kg-bw)  RQ./%
IKAE K B HoA 0.1777 0.05 @] 0.008885 0.005 8.5
INEE [aps&n i 0.1428 0.12 REHE 001714
/S HAbA % 0.0168 0.05 i 0.00084
At 0.02687
3 itie W A 8.5%, 2 W 99 0 B o ot — At AT £ B S

3.1 FEMXEEFERAEL/NE LRKBISES T 7R A ST HESZ (R RV o % BIF T AT S 96 IE B
I PSR Y N 2R R R R 2 1 IR B P TEA /NG b BAC SR S 1

AT N EE N R, 6T R AAEY, 78R8+

BB R, 5l AR 2 IR BT P ACR 22 710 & & 3% 3k

BRI E AR WIRBEEAE T IR, (] Bork, %808, KR, Dak3y, k5. &N a2

LR WU R P DR e A SR OB 5 kG AR B ). A A E BT,

F OA YA AR, B Vil &, 5 X AH 2022, 12(12): 160-162.

Ll 3 4 A~ Hb X YSCER B 34 5 e, 2 BHAR 4 3R CHEN Litao, DONG Zhiping, LIU Jia, MA Jifang,

WERLfE OA [ At o P 55008 WANG Yongfang. Study on weed distribution in winter

32 REITEEARHEES T wheat field and green control technology[J]. Journal of
AR BTy H A AS 1 58 M, AR SC 3 EAR B AE Agricultural Catastrophology, 2022, 12(12): 160-162(in

34NJ7 T : 1)7E FAO/WHO 4 25 %% B8 Bk i 2= 1 Chinese).

(Joint Meeting of Pesticide Residues, JMPR) % i [2] TRARZF. S WA A LAY R b S B A

JAE v iy R WS U AT G AR B, R b B 2 e ——LLE MBI, WAL, 2014, 18(1):

AR, Tk IEAT S I B A KU DA 5 2) R 72-74.

WE R R B M R A DB I A W Y B K R SU Cuifen. Analysis on the factors influencing the

BB, JCVE AR B Rl R IR R change of weed species and its control measures—a case

Fm T T 1 IR RS 0 i %; A AL LA A of Dingzhou City[J]. Journal of Hebei Agricultural Sci-

INAZ Ry B — 1Y) U R R R R AR, T H R T A ences, 2014, 18(1): 72-74(in Chinese).

2 3 o JFL b £ 47 42 fh S0 e, %o e FRORE AR 11 9L B] EER, BWER, G TG HARARBA R AR

WE i 2 5 S A A7 A SR BR A BUIR B[], FEZAHEAE ", 2015, 3(11): 74-75.

WANG Yuqgiang, GUO Xuegang, SU Zengzhao.

4 z:lgl: 'L/l’.\. Occurrence status and countermeasures of Gramineae
AHIFSE ST T IR A €83 - HR B BT VA T )N weeds in wheat fields in Xingtai City[J]. Primary Agri-

77 VR gE R B K AR I Y, I AN R L R cultural Technology Extension, 2015, 3(11): 74-75(in

HOSFR Fg AL AR, 2R 500 /L JgUME 5 il & 7 Chinese).

7, LL 40 mL/H il 59 25 50 25 1 ¢, T ek ) (4] BEWERY, S Bl FL0Hs, SRS, I LR A A A

KA/, BREA K INEE SRR, 10 M5 S & BB R )], SRR HAE, 2020, 8(2): 83-85.
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0.23. 0.12~0.70 mg/kg, T35 15 3] S5 WE B BT 1 XL Peng. Occurrence characteristics and control techniques
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