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Introduction Results & Discussion

The investigation of organic micropollutants is an important aspect of assessing environmental quality. The
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Inert flow path « A number of pollutants were tentatively identified in water extracts using Unknowns

» Extractions were performed from both water and filter particles. The majority of

fi i Mid-column backflush the contaminants were present in water extracts but few pollutants were also Analysis and NIST17 L library. Examples from UB site are shown in Figure S.
configuration identified in filters extracts (Figure 3)
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B Step 1: Confirm M* Step 2: Confirm fragment ions Step 3: Structure elucidation on candidate
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Spectral acquisition approach was applied to screen for environmental pollutants

rate in water samples.

An accurate mass GC/Q-TOF library was used to successfully BRASALEIS# tarun.anumol@agilent.com
screen pesticides and environmental contaminants.
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Low energy EI and accurate mass MS/MS facilitate
untargeted screening and structure elucidation of unknowns.




