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7 Metabolism and residue data (KCA section 6)

In the following document, data for active substances - penoxsulam, diflufenican and flufenacet - was de-
scribed during its inclusion on Annex 1 process in respectively 2010, 2009 and 2004. Were reference to
active substance data in the current risk assessment has been made, it was based on the data which protec-
tion for expired 10 years from date of inclusion of active substances on Annex |

7.1 Summary and zRMS Conclusion

The document was not rewritten by the evaluator. The evaluator text is on grey background.
7.1.1 Critical GAP(s) and overall conclusion

Selection of critical uses and justification

The critical GAPs with respect to consumer intake and risk assessment for the preparation CHR/H/PENDIF
599.5 SC are presented in Table 7.1-1. They have been selected from the individual GAPs in the zone for
winter cereals. A list of all intended uses within the CEU is given in Part B, Section 0.

Among the actives selected to contain in the subject formulation the only not EU GAP supported is penox-
sulam (see the source documents: SANCO/11082/09, EC 7469/V1/98 and SANCO/3782/08). There-
fore, new studies on the magnitude of penoxsulam residues have been submitted by the applicant in the
framework of this application. The detailed assessment of these studies is presented in Appendix 2. All
residues for formulation CHR/H/PENDIF 599.5 SC containing penoxsulam in cereals are nd. Also, there-
fore the reduced number of trials is acceptable for major crops.

In the representative GAPs the critical rates of flufenacet and diflufenican are 0,24 kg as/ha thus they
are much more critical than those proposed by the applicant for cereals within the intended GAP.

Overall conclusion

The data available are considered sufficient for risk assessment. An exceedance of the current MRLs of
0.01 mg/kg for penoxsulam, 0.02 mg/kg for diflufenican, 0.1 mg/kg for flufenacet as laid down in
Reg. (EU) 396/2005 is not expected.

The chronic and the short-term intakes of penoxsulam, diflufenican and flufenacet residues are unlikely to
present a public health concern.

As far as consumer health protection is concerned, zZRMS agrees with the authorization of the intended
uses.

According to available data, no specific mitigation measures should apply.

Data gaps
Noticed data gaps are: none
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Table 7.1-1: Acceptability of critical GAPs (and respective fall-back GAPs, if applicable)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Use- | Member | Crop and/or situ- | F, Fn, | Pests or Group of pests Application Application rate PHI Remarks: | Conclusion
No. * | state(s) ation Fpn | controlled - . . (days) e.g. g saf-

(crop destination | G (additionally: develop- Method / Kind | Timing / Max. number | Min. interval |kgorL gorkgas/ha |Water L/ha ener/ syn-
/ purpose of Gn, | mental stages of the Growth a) per use between ap- | product/ha min/max ergist per
crop) Gpn | pest or pest group) stage of crop | b) per crop/ plications a) max. rate | a) max. rate ha
or & season season (days) per appl. per appl.
| *% b) max. total | b) max. total
rate per rate per
crop/season crop/season
Zonal uses (field or outdoor uses, certain types of protected crops)
1 PL Winter wheat F dicotyledonous weeds | Spray, medium | autumn a)l nla a) 0.4 I/ha a) 0.2398 kg | 200-400 nla
(TRZAW), sprayer BBCH 11-25 | b)1 b) 0.4 I/ha a.s./ha
Winter triticale (0.1248 FLU
(TTLWI), 401D+
0.015 P)
b) 0.2398 kg
a.s./ha
(0.1248 FLU
+01D+
0.015 P)

* Use number(s) in accordance with the list of all intended GAPs in Part B, Section 0 should be given in column 1

*x

Use also code numbers according to Annex | of Regulation (EU) No 396/2005

*** [ professional field use, Fn: non-professional field use, Fpn: professional and non-professional field use, G: professional greenhouse use, Gn: non-professional greenhouse use, Gpn: professional

and non-professional greenhouse use, I: indoor application

Explanation for Column 15 “Conclusion”

A | Exposure acceptable without risk mitigation measures, safe use

R | Further refinement and/or risk mitigation measures required

i Exposure not acceptable, no safe use
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7.1.2

Summary of the evaluation

The preparation CHR/H/PENDIF 599.5 SC is composed of penoxsulam, diflufenican and flufenacet.

Table 7.1-2: Toxicological reference values for the dietary risk assessment of penoxsulam,
diflufenican and flufenacet
Reference Source Year Value Study relied upon Safety factor
value
Penoxsulam - Parent compound
ADI EFSA 2009 0.05 mg/kg 2-year rat 100
bw/day
ARTD Not applicable
Diflufenican - Parent compound
ADI EFSA 2007 0.2 mg/kg 2-year rat study 100
bw/day
ARTD Not applicable
Flufenacet - Parent compound
ADI SANCO 2003 0.005 mg/kg rat: 2y study (LOEL) 250
7469/V1/98- bw/day
Final 3 July
2003
ARTD SANCO 2003 0.017 mg/kg dog: 90d and 1y study 100
7469/V1/98- bw/day
Final 3 July
2003
7.1.2.1 Summary for penoxsulam
Table 7.1-3: Summary for penoxsulam
Sample Chronic | Acute risk
Plant metab- | Sufficient PHI suffi- storage .
Use- . X - . MRL com- | risk for for con-
Crop olism cov- | residue tri- | ciently sup- | covered .
No.* . pliance consumers sumers
ered? als? ported? by stabil- ; . . i
. identified? | identified?
ity data?
Winter | Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ¥es NO
cereals
Wheat, RANO
triticale

* Use number(s) in accordance with the list of all intended GAPs in Part B, Section 0 should be given in column 1

For winter cereals, no additional data are required in post-registration to confirm that a “no-residue” situa-
tion occurs in the worst case application: 1 application of 0.015 g/ha at growth stage BBCH 11-25.

As residues of penoxsulam do not exceed the trigger values defined in Reg (EU) No 283/2013, there is no
need to investigate the effect of industrial and/or household processing.
Since all residues for formulation CHR/H/PENDIF 599.5 SC containing penoxsulam in cereals are below
LOD (0.003 mg/kg) there is no need to perform risk assessment for dietary burden.
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7.1.2.2 Summary for diflufenican
Table 7.1-4: Summary for diflufenican
Sample Chronic | Acute risk
Plant metab- | Sufficient PHI suffi- storage .
Use- . . : : MRL com- | risk for for con-
~ | Crop | olismcov- | residue tri- | ciently sup- | covered .
No. . pliance | consumers | sumers
ered? als? ported? by stabil- identified? | identified?
ity data? ' '
Winter | Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ¥es NO
eereals
Wheat, RAe
triticale

* Use number(s) in accordance with the list of all intended GAPs in Part B, Section 0 should be given in column 1

For winter cereals, no additional data are required in post-registration to confirm that a “no-residue” situa-
tion occurs in the worst case application: 1 application of 0.1 g/ha at growth stage BBCH 11-25.

Based on the intakes calculated above and the animal metabolism studies, residues in animal prod-
ucts are not expected to be above the limit of determination (0.01 mg/kg milk, 0.02 mg/kg in
muscle, eggs, fat, kidney and liver).

As residues of diflufenican do not exceed the trigger values defined in Reg (EU) No 283/2013, there is no

need to investigate the effect of industrial and/or household processing.

7.1.2.3 Summary for flufenacet
Table 7.1-5: Summary for flufenacet
Sample Chronic | Acute risk
Plant metab- | Sufficient PHI suffi- storage .
Use- | cro olism cov- | residue tri- | ciently sup- | covered | MRL com- risk for for con-
No.* P ered? als? or%/ed?p by stabil- pliance consumers | sumers
' ' porteds 1 by identified? | identified?
ity data?
Winter |Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ¥es NO
cereals
Wheat, AENO
triticale

* Use number(s) in accordance with the list of all intended GAPs in Part B, Section 0 should be given in column 1

For winter cereals, no additional data are required in post-registration to confirm that a “no-residue” situa-
tion occurs in the worst case application: 1 application of 0.1248 g/ha at growth stage BBCH 11-25.

Since the trigger value was not acceded no livestock feeding studies are necessary.
As residues of flufenacet do not exceed the trigger values defined in Reg (EU) No 283/2013, there is no
need to investigate the effect of industrial and/or household processing.
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7.1.2.4 Summary for CHR/H/PENDIF 599.5 SC
Table 7.1-6: Information on CHR/H/PENDIF 599.5 SC (KCA 6.8)
PHI for PHI/ Withholding period* sufficiently PHI for
CHR/H/PEN- supported for CHR/H/PEN- zZRMS Comments
Crop | DIF599.55C DIF 599.5 SC (if different PHI pro-
proposed by | penoysulam | Diflufenican | Flufenacet | Proposed by posed)
applicant ZRMS
Winter |NR NR NR NR N/A N/A
cereals

NR: not relevant

* Purpose of withholding period to be specified

**

F: PHI is defined by the application stage at last treatment (time elapsing between last treatment and harvest of the crop).

Table 7.1-7: Waiting periods before planting succeeding crops
Waiting period before planting succeeding crops Overall waiting period proposed
Crop group Led by Penox- |Led by Led by Flufe- by ZRMS fggg:géH/PENDIF
sulam Diflufenican nacet '

Leafy vegetables NR NR NR N/A

Root vegetables NR NR NR N/A

Cereals NR NR NR N/A

NR: not relevant

7.2 Penoxsulam

General data on penoxsulam are summarized in the table below (last updated 2010/01/22)

Table 7.2-1:  General information on Penoxsulam
Active substance (ISO Common Name) Penoxsulam
IUPAC 3-(2,2-difluoroethoxy)-N-(5,8-dimethoxy[1,2,4]tria-
zolo[1,5-
c]pyrimidin-2-yl)-a,a,a-trifluorotoluene-2-sulfonamide
Chemical structure F
\ _-F
F- q\ ,«NH N O—
__-’-""6\\:\.-"' S‘-,b "'II".- \.N .
N=— b
k.—-"’l\“\{] _< _ .-:N
F. ] o

Molecular formula

C16 H14 F5 N5 O5S

Molar mass

483.37 g/mol

Chemical group

herbicide
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Mode of action (if available)

Systemic

No

Company (ies)

Dow AgroScience

Rapporteur Member State (RMS)

IT

Approval status

COMMISSION DIRECTIVE 2010/25/EU of 18 March
2010

Restriction
(e.g. is restricted to use as “...”)

COMMISSION DIRECTIVE 2010/25/EU

of 18 March 2010

396/2005 EC performed

Review Report Penoxsulam
SANCO/11082/09 - final
22 January 2010

Current MRL regulation Reg. (EU) 2018/1516

Peer review of MRLs according to Article 12 of Reg No | Yes

EFSA Journal : Conclusion on the peer review

EFSA Scientific Report (2009) 343, 53-90

EFSA Journal: conclusion on article 12

EFSA Journal 2017;15(4):4753

Current MRL applications on intended uses

Reg. (EU) 2018/1516

* Notifier in the EU process to whom the a.s. belong(s)
If yes: EFSA, YYYY - see list of references

7.2.1 Stability of Residues (KCA 6.1)
7.2.1.1

**

Available data

Stability of residues during storage of samples

No new data submitted in the framework of this application.

Table 7.2-2:

Summary of stability data achieved at < - 18°C (unless stated otherwise)

Characteristics of the

Matrix -
matrix

Acceptable Maximum

Storage duration Reference

Data relied on in EU

Plant products

Rice High starch content

Miller, A. M., Thomas, A.
D., and Lindsay, D. A.
(2002)

210 days

Animal Products

Not required

Conclusion on stability of residues during storage

Residues of DE-638 are stable in rice grain, straw, and immature forage when stored frozen at -20°C for up
to 210 days. Residues of DE-638 are stable in rice bran, hulls and polished rice when stored frozen at -200C
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for up to 197 days.
7.2.1.2 Stability of residues in sample extracts (KCA 6.1)

Not required since analysis time were less than 24 hours between extraction and analysis or it was shown
that study extracts are stable.

7.2.2 Nature of residues in plants, livestock and processed commodities
7.2.2.1 Nature of residue in primary crops (KCA 6.2.1)

Available data

No new data submitted in the framework of this application.

Table 7.2-3: Summary of plant metabolism studies
Application and sampling details
Crop Group Crop Lil;ﬁl)ﬁo- Method, |Rate No |[Sampling | Remarks Reference
ForG (a) | (kg (DAT)
a.s./ha)
EU data
Cereals Rice TP Foliar 0.1 1 0,3,7, Yoder, R. N.
14, 30, and Embrey,
0.05 2 134 S. K. (2001)
Ph Foliar 0.1 1 0,3,7,
14, 30,
0.05 2 134

Summary of plant metabolism studies reported in the EU

14C-DE-638 formulated as a suspension concentrate (SC) was applied to both the paddy water and the rice
foliage of Japonica rice at the 5- to 6-leaf stage of development. DE-638 radiolabelled in the 2-position on
the sulphonamide ring (TP) or uniformly labelled in the phenyl ring (Ph) was applied in a single application
at a rate of approximately 100 g ai/ha, or twice the maximum label application rate of 50 g as/ha.

DEH OCH,
DGH CF H ! DCH GFZH
—e N—N N O N——N~ ™N
AN I J\ A [l | J\
COrady <"‘; .
— H
TP-label Fh-label

The radiochemical purity of the TP-labelled formulated test substance was 99% as determined by HPLC
and the specific activity was 43255 dpm/ig (720.9 Bq/ig). The Ph-labelled formulated test material had a
radiochemical purity of 98.2% by HPLC and the specific activity was 30375 dpm/ig (506.3 Bq/ig). The test
materials were formulated as the SC (North American Formulation 567) and the final concentration of DE-
638 was approximately 10% (w:w). The formulated test substances were diluted to 5 mL with HPLC-grade
water and stored at room temperature prior to shipment to the field site. The test system crop was rice (
Oryza sativa L.). The variety used, M-202, is representative of commercially grown Japonica rice. The field
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portion of the study was conducted by Plant Sciences, Inc., Watsonville, CA, USA (PSI). Rice was grown
in bins of two different sizes. Each bin consisted of a galvanised steel tank lined with plastic sheeting. Rice
was planted in two large bins of 120 cm2, one bin was treated with Ph-labelled and one with TP-labelled
DE- 638. Additionally, a second small bin (90 cm2) was treated with TP-labelled XDE 638. The control
rice was planted in a separate 90 cm2 bin. After planting, the bins were flooded to a depth of about 6 cm.
Separate screenhouses were maintained for each radiolabel and the control. The screenhouses consisted of
wood frames with mesh-screened sides and chickenwire tops and were located in the PSI San Joaquin
County Facility in Manteca, California, USA. The formulated test material for each radiolabel was quanti-
tatively transferred to a 200-mL volumetric flask, diluted to volume with HPLC-grade water, and mixed.
An even, foliar spray application was made to the rice plants at 5-6 leaf growth stage on 8-June-1999 by
using a series of broadcast passes over the bin until the total volume of dose solution was dispensed. The
entire Ph-labelled solution was applied to one large bin for a total application rate of 107 g ai/ha. The TP-
labelled solution was divided between a large and a small bin so the total application rate to each bin was
93g ai/ha. Immature rice samples were harvested from both treated bins and from the untreated control bin
at 0, 3, 7, 14 and 30 days after treatment (DAT). Mature samples were harvested 134 DAT. All Ph-labelled
samples were harvested from the large bin. TP -labelled immature samples were harvested from the small
bin. The entire TP-treated large bin was harvested at maturity. At maturity, panicles were cut from the straw
with clean shears. The remaining straw was harvested. The panicle samples were dried on racks containing
portable heaters in a process similar to commercial practices. After drying, the unhulled grain was removed
from the panicle stem (chaff) by hand stripping. The chaff was combined with the straw. A portion of the
hulled grain was further processed into brown rice and hulls using hand-operated ricehusking machine. All
tissue samples were shipped frozen to the Indianapolis laboratory. The method of grinding tissue varied
depending upon the mass and nature (dry, mature plants vs. immature plants) of tissue extracted. Samples
for 0 DAT and 3 DAT, where only a very small amount of tissue was available, were minced with a Polytron
homogeniser and extraction solvent as the first extraction step. Liquid nitrogen was used to freeze the 7
DAT, 14 DAT, 30 DAT and mature rice grain samples. A mortar and pestle were then used to grind the
frozen tissue prior to sample analysis. The mature straw was milled with dry ice using a Willey Mill. Total
Radioactive Residue (TRR) values for 7, 14, 30 DAT tissue and mature rice and straw were generated by
oxidative combustion of a small amount of wet (non-extracted) tissue. Due to the small amount of tissue
harvested at 0 DAT and 3 DAT, the entire sample was simultaneously ground using a Polytron homogeniser
and extracted with acetonitrile:water (80:20). A portion of the post-extracted air-dried tissue was combusted
to obtain nonextractable residue (NER) information. TRR values for 0 DAT and 3 DAT samples included
the extractable radioactivity plus the radioactivity recovered by post-extraction combustion. After addition
of the extraction solvent, the samples were shaken and the extraction liquid was recovered by vacuum
filtration. The extraction procedure was repeated a total of three times, pooling the extracts and the total
extract volume was recorded. The total radioactivity extracted was determined by LSC. Several clean-up
steps, including filtration and extraction with hexane to remove colour, were used to prepare the samples
for HPLC analysis. A portion of the post-extracted tissue for samples 14 DAT and later was subjected to
acid hydrolysis to characterise the non-extractable residues (NER). Each sample was hydrolysed with 1 N
HCI and refluxed for four hours. The sample was vacuum filtered and shaken with fresh 1 N HCI. The
sample was again vacuum-filtered and the extraction solvents were pooled. Aliquots of the acid hydrolysate
were counted by LSC. Due to the low amounts of radioactivity found in the hydrolysates, they were not
subjected to further analysis. Each sample was then air-dried prior to oxidative combustion to determine
radioactivity remaining in the tissue.

Conclusion on metabolism in primary crops

Levels of penoxsulam in rice decreased rapidly following foliar application, probably due to a combination
of metabolism and biological growth dilution. Radioactive residues were readily extractable using neutral
solvents and were multi-component in nature. Immature samples contained primarily penoxsulam. Resi-
dues in both the grain and straw consisted of penoxsulam, the 5-OH analog of penoxsulam, and two uni-
dentified metabolites. One of these unknown metabolites was very polar in nature and may represent con-
jugates of the 5-OH metabolite and other metabolites. At normal use rates, each of these components should
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be present at levels less than 0.01 mg/kg. Low residues were detected in the mature straw and rice grain
samples after foliar application at 100 g as/ha. Final residues in the mature tissues were approximately
0.022 mg penoxsulam equivalents per kg in the straw and 0.003 mg penoxsulam equivalents per kg in the
grain. Since the 100 g as/ha application rate is 2.5X the maximum application rate of 50 g as/ha and 3-5
times the typical application rate of 17-35 g as/ha, anticipated residue levels in crops treated under actual
field conditions should be even lower than reported here. Based on the above results, the residue definition
in rice commodities is penoxsulam.

According to study the main way of treatment was following foliar application of penoxsulam on rice, it
was concluded that metabolism of penoxsulam in cereals is the same pathway like in rice. Spe-
cially that the rice belong to the same metabolism plant group like cereals — cereals/grass hop.
The presented data are sufficient to support the intended uses of CHR/H/PENDIF 599.5 SC on
cereals. No further data are required.

7.2.2.2 Nature of residue in rotational crops (KCA 6.6.1)

Available data
No new data submitted in the framework of this application.

Table 7.2-4: Summary of metabolism studies in rotational crops
Application and sampling details
Crop group Crop Label | \ethod, |Rate Sowing |Harvest |Remarks | Reference
position int I
ForG* |(kg Intervals | Intervals
a.s./ha) (DAT) |(DAT)
EU data
Leafy vegetables | Kale TPand |F 0.05and |90 238,291 Graper, L.
PH 0.1 K. (2002)
Root and tuber |Potato TPand |F 0.05and |90 298, 305
vegetables PH 0.1
Cereals Wheat TPand |F 0.05and |90 187, 252,
PH 0.1 294

* Outdoor/field application (F) or glasshouse/protected/indoor application (G)

Summary of plant metabolism studies reported in the EU

The test material was labelled either universally in the phenyl ring (Ph-label) of the molecule or at the 2-
position in the triazolopyrimidine ring (TP-label). The phenyl label had a radiopurity of 96.9% and a spe-
cific activity when applied of 40,900 dpm/ig (681.7 Bq/ig). The triazolopyrimidine label had a radiopurity
of 98.1% and a specific activity when applied

of 40,700 dpm/ig (678.3 Bq/ig).
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The phenyl-labeled (PH) 14C-DE-638 used in the study was prepared by diluting 0.0269 g of 14C-test
material with 0.0491 g of unlabeled test material. The triazolopyrimidine-labeled (PH) 14C-DE-638 used
in the study was prepared by diluting 0.0229 g of 14C-test material with 0.0529 g of unlabeled test material.
Prior to application, the test materials were dissolved in acetonitrile. The 14C -test material was delivered
to each treated plot in 450 ml solution of acetonitrile. The control plots received 450 ml of acetonitrile.
Each plot (box) used in this study was 5 feet x 3 feet x 18 inches (152.4 cm x 91.44 cm x 45.72 cm, | X w
x h) and was lined with 6 mil (0.015 cm) plastic. The boxes were filled with sandy loam soil to within
approximately 2 inches (5.08 cm) from the top. The treatment area for each of the treated boxes was 15
square feet (13,935 cm2 or 1.39 x 10-4 ha). Fifteen boxes were prepared. Applications were made to bare
soil. Three boxes were controls. Three boxes were treated with phenyl-labeled 14C-DE-638 (14C-DE-638-
PH) at a rate of 51.1 g a.s./ha (1X). Three boxes were treated with 14C-DE-638-PH at a rate of 101.3 g
a.s./ha (2X). Three boxes were treated with triazolopyrimidine-labeled 14C-DE-638 (14C-DE-638-TP) at
a target rate of 50.9 g a.s./ha (1X). Three boxes were treated with 14C-DE-638-TP at a target rate of 104.1
ga.s./ha (2X). Test substance was applied 20-Jul-00. On 18-Oct-00, ninety (90) days after treatment (DAT),
small grains, leafy vegetables, and root crops were planted into the treated and control boxes. One crop type
was planted per box. Crops of wheat, kale, and potatoes, were grown to maturity outdoors. Wheat forage
(187 DAT), hay (252 DAT), straw (294 DAT) and grain (294 DAT) were collected. At maturity, potato
foliage (298 DAT) and potato tubers (305 DAT) were collected. Mature kale was harvested from all plots
at 238 DAT except for the TP-2X plot which was harvested at 291 DAT due to delayed maturity. Soil
samples were collected at 88, 200, 266, and 305 DAT. Filter disks, which had been placed in each plot prior
to application of test material, were collected at 0 DAT shortly after application and served as a 0 DAT soil
sample.

Conclusion on metabolism in rotational crops

Wheat, kale, and potatoes planted into soil 90 days after treatment with PH or TP-labeled penoxsulam at
target rates of 50 and 100 g a.i./ha contained total radioactive residues ranging from less than the LOD to
0.062 mg/kg in penoxsulam equivalents. Although residues were generally lower for plant samples from
the TP label treated plots than for samples from the PH label treated plots, no significant conclusions were
made for this difference. Because of the low residues in wheat forage and grain and potato tubers from the
1.25X and 2.5X treatments and in kale from the 1.25X treatment, no attempt was made to characterize any
of the residues for these samples. Because of higher residues in wheat hay and straw and potato foliage
from the 1.25X and 2.5X treatments and in kale from the 2.5X treatment, these samples were subjected to
extraction and partitioning procedures. Radioactivity that could be extracted using acetonitrile/water 80/20
ranged from 0.006 to 0.060 mg/kg, with no greater than 0.009 mg/kg remaining in the extracted tissues
(non-extractable). When partitioned, from 0.001 to 0.017 mg/kg of the radioactive residues partitioned into
organic solvent (organosoluble) and from 0.005 to 0.042 mg/kg remained in the extracted aqueous (aqueous
soluble). The only extracts that possessed sufficient concentrations of radioactivity to warrant analysis by
HPLC were the organic phases and one of the extracted aqueous phases from potato samples that had been
taken from plots treated with the PH labeled penoxsulam. When analyzed by HPLC, the residues in all three
fractions were shown to be multi-component, with no single component present at a level greater than 0.015
mg/kg. The results from this study indicated that no residues of concern would be present in raw agricultural
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commodities from small grains, leafy vegetables, or root crops planted 90 days after treatment with penox-
sulam at either 50 or 100 g a.i./ha (1.25X or 2.5X of the maximum seasonal rate, respectively).

7.2.2.3 Nature of residues in processed commodities (KCA 6.5.1)

Since no residues were detected in rice grain, investigation into the effect of industrial processing on
the nature of residue is not required.

7.2.2.4 Conclusion on the nature of residues in commodities of plant origin
(KCA6.7.1)
Table 7.2-5: Summary of the nature of residues in commaodities of plant origin
Endpoints
Plant groups covered Cereals (Wheat)
Rotational crops covered Wheat, Kale, Potato
Metabolism in rotational crops similar to Yes

metabolism in primary crops?

Processed commodities a.s. is stable

Residue pattern in processed commaodities similar to | Yes
pattern in raw commodities?

Plant residue definition for monitoring Penoxsulam
Plant residue definition for risk assessment Penoxsulam
Conversion factor from enforcement to RA None

* If residue pattern in processed commodities is not similar to that in raw commaodities
** A more recent proposal by EFSA may be provided as additional information (EFSA RO XXXX).
*** |f no EFSA proposal is available, a proposal should be made by the applicant/zZRMS.

7.2.25 Nature of residues in livestock (KCA 6.2.2-6.2.5)
Available data
No 