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Introduction

During 2021-2022 the European Reference Laboratory of Fruits and Vegetables (EURL-FV) has performed official monitoring studies for pesticide residues in fruit and vegetables samples in
Andalusia, Spain. The analysis were done in accordance with ISO 17025 and have enabled to obtain useful analytical information that allows identifying and solving some difficulties that can

arise in multi-residue pesticide analysis. Throughout the analysis of these samples, some analytical issues associated with the extraction, identification and/or quantitation were evaluated.

Methods
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Samples were analyzed in accordance with ISO17025

Results Pesticide occurrence Extraction Issues
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= Low recoveries of Thiodicarb

Identlflcatlon Issues Low recoveries of Thiodicarb in some matrices can be due to its degradation into methomyl

In the case of pesticide residues of multiple isomers as Cypermethrin or Deltamethrin,

changes in relative abundances of the isomers in the sample could interfere with the Rice matrix
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The high number of interfering compounds, especially in more complex matrices, increase possible false positives detections
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