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A corrigendum on
 Reduction in residual cyantraniliprole levels in spinach after various washing and blanching methods

by Park, M., Kim, H., Kim, M., and Im, M.-h. (2022). Front. Nutr. 9:948671. doi: 10.3389/fnut.2022.948671




In the published article, there was an error in “Table 1. Recovery of cyantraniliprole in spinach” as published. The figure listed in the column LOQ read as 0.030. The corrected figure should read as 0.003. The corrected Table and its caption appear below.


TABLE 1 Recovery of cyantraniliprole in spinach.

[image: Table 1]

In the published article, there was an error in Materials and methods, “UHPLC-MS/MS analysis.” The incorrect text reads as “MRM transitions were used as follows. The precursor ion m/z 473 and product ion m/z 284 were used for quantitative analysis, and the precursor ion m/z 442 and product ion m/z 177 m/z were used for qualitative analysis.” This should be written as “MRM transitions were used as follows. The precursor ion was 473 m/z. Three product ions with good sensitivity were selected as qualitative and quantitative ions. Product ion 284 m/z was used for quantitative analysis, and the product ion m/z 442 and 177 m/z were used for qualitative analysis.”

The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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b Coefficient of variation.
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