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ABSTRACT: Objective To establish a method for the simultaneous determination of 55 pesticide residues
in vegetable oil and animal tissues. Methods The samples were extracted and purified by a modified
QuEChERS method, and then the supernatant was analyzed by on-line gel permeation chromatography coupled
with gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GPC-GC-MS) system. Results The calibration curves of 55
pesticide residues were linear in the range of 0.01~0.20 mg/L with good correlation coefficients more than
0.992, The recoveries of the method ranged from 60% to 130%, The limits of quantification were 0.005~0.03
mg/kg. Conclusion The method is simple, rapid and reliable and can meet the requirement the simultaneous
determination and analysis of 55 pesticide residues in vegetable oil and animal tissues.
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55 3401
L Prep96 , Sigma ,
15l 8/ , : ( 0.0001 g
, 0.001 g), C18 (100 g, Agilent ) PSA
, (100 g, Agilent ) 0.22 um
, C18 500 mg/6 mL PSA 500 mg/6 mL Carb/NH, 500
mg/6 mL OasisHLB 500 mg/6 mL ENVI-18 2000
, mg/12 mL
, , , (HPLC Fisher
); ( Dr. Ehrestorfer )
[1] (SPE)™! :
(SPME)™ , , 1000 mg/L R
, -30°C ,
. (gel
permeation chromatography, GPC) 22 KESBIAIE
. 2201 HRRR
GPC 5 g( 0.001 g) ( ,
, ) 50 mL , 10 mL , 8
’ [4] mL 1 min 4¢g
’ ) 4¢g , 1 min, 20
(gel permeation chromatography coupled with gas min 14000 r/min > min, I mL
chromatography-mass spectrometry, GPC-GC-MS)
(5-12] 222 % 4
: 1 mL R 100 mg C18
’ ’ 100 mg PSA 1 min 14000 r/min
’ 5 min, 0.22 um ,
’ GPC-GC/MS
’ : I mL , 150 mg C18
QuEChERS 150 mg PSA I min 14000 r/min
’ 5 min, 0.22 pm s
[13] GPC-GC/MS
QUECKERS 23 fE4 GPC-GC-MS &
] ’ s 23.1 % GPC 41F
: Shodex CL Npak EV-200 (150 mmx
2.0 mm, 16 pm, 3 nm); -
2 MP5h% (3:7, vv); : 0.1 mL/min; 140 C;
: 10 pL; : 210 nm;
21 NBEESRF -3.4~5.4 min
- 232 GC-MS 4
(GPC/GCMS-QP2010 Plus), (PTV) : (5 mx0.53 mm)
(ED) ( ); Omni + DB-5ms

(5 mx0.25 mmx0.25 pm)+ DB-
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Sms (25 mx0.25 mmx0.25 pm);
82 C, 5 min 8 C/min
300 C, 7.75 min
99.999%, 1.75 mL/min;
; : 120 C,
100 C/min 250 C,
: 300 C;
230 C; (ED) 170 eV,
9.7 min; : SIM

3 #HR5i1TR

3.1 REUETI®EF

[14-16]

=
PTV
5 min

31 min

3.2 QUEChERS F#x&UFIAZIERE
QuEChERS ,
PSA >
, PSA

C18
C18

25 mg C18 +25 mg PSA, 25 mg

C18 +100 mg PSA, 25 mg C18 +150 mg PSA, 100 mg
C18 +25 mg PSA, 100 mg C18 +100 mg PSA, 100 mg
C18 +150 mg PSA, 150 mg C18 +25 mg PSA, 150 mg
C18 +100 mg PSA, 150 mg C18 +150 mg PSA 9

, 9

E) >

, 1 2 , 100 mg C18

+100 mg PSA

> >

, 150 mg C18 +150 mg PSA

100 mg C18 +100 mg PSA ,
150 mg C18 +150 mg PSA

R1 AREEUFAEITEEMEFRF 55 HRAGE KR

Table 1 Effects of different purification methods on recovery of 55 kinds of pesticides in peanut oil

25 mg 25 mg 25 mg 100 mg 100 mg 100 mg 150 mg 150 mg 150mg

C18+25mg  CI18+100 C18+150 Cl18+25mg C18+100 CI18+150 Cl18+25mg C18+100 C18+150

PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA
110 112 115 120 128 104 102 111 111
70 75 77 65 81 83 80 75 75
45 53 55 54 61 61 55 58 55
105 102 111 109 112 123 133 135 110
47 55 55 54 61 61 59 58 55
65 70 70 76 80 84 69 76 89
85 95 98 104 124 136 110 138 125
61 58 62 55 68 63 59 69 65
119 100 95 99 129 139 110 135 145
86 96 92 105 116 135 124 130 136
65 70 70 75 88 95 84 82 83
55 55 52 58 62 65 60 65 68
55 59 60 65 72 75 78 82 75
74 70 80 80 84 80 85 82 85
110 112 115 120 104 123 133 135 110
119 100 95 99 129 139 110 135 145
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g1
25 mg 25 mg 25 mg 100 mg 100 mg 100 mg 150 mg 150 mg 150mg
C18+25mg  CI18+100 C18+150 Cl18+25mg  CI18+100 C18+150 Cl18+25mg C18+100 C18+150
PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA
47 55 55 54 64 61 59 58 55
65 70 70 76 76 84 69 76 89
47 55 55 54 64 61 59 58 55
65 70 70 75 92 95 84 82 83
47 55 55 54 64 61 67 60 65
119 100 95 99 100 139 110 130 140
86 96 92 105 92 135 124 130 136
86 96 92 109 116 135 124 130 136
110 110 95 99 129 139 110 125 140
47 55 55 54 61 61 69 68 60
90 100 95 99 129 139 110 125 136
86 96 92 105 108 135 124 130 136
47 55 55 54 64 61 67 60 65
96 106 92 109 116 135 124 124 133
47 55 55 54 62 61 65 60 60
65 70 70 75 83 85 84 82 83
105 111 90 99 124 139 110 125 135
90 110 95 99 129 139 110 125 135
109 119 95 96 120 139 110 125 145
47 55 55 54 62 61 65 65 60
65 70 70 75 80 85 84 82 83
65 70 70 75 75 70 74 62 63
109 98 85 88 108 112 105 130 135
109 100 95 96 116 139 110 95 95
110 99 85 86 128 139 110 145 155
102 95 90 86 105 139 110 145 155
47 55 55 54 64 61 62 60 60
92 112 95 99 129 139 110 135 155
74 70 74 75 84 87 78 80 95
50 55 55 54 64 61 62 60 60
74 70 74 75 80 87 78 80 72
114 95 105 110 124 135 130 140 144
90 90 95 90 100 110 120 122 115
55 44 54 60 64 65 58 65 62
55 44 54 60 61 65 58 65 62
92 112 95 99 130 139 110 135 155
82 110 95 99 129 130 110 135 140
92 92 102 95 112 128 132 122 137
95 87 87 95 127 133 142 158 147
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*2 AREEUFIBEEEAERSD 55 MARARIEF N
Table 2 Effects of different purification methods on recovery of 55 kinds of pesticides in pork

25 mg 25 mg 25 mg 100 mg 100 mg 100 mg 150 mg 150 mg 150 mg

C18+25mg  CI18+100 CI18+150 Cl18+25mg CI18+100 C18+150 C18+25mg C18+100 C18+150

PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA
140 135 136 140 128 134 142 136 123
120 125 106 130 81 83 125 110 73
80 85 80 95 96 83 82 85 77
- 132 147 125 135 125 132 125 129 108
120 125 106 92 81 83 135 85 73
140 135 136 120 128 134 122 117 100
130 135 93 128 134 140 136 125 129
99 105 140 135 96 73 146 85 76
150 125 138 125 138 144 142 133 129
134 125 140 125 136 124 142 135 126
89 125 93 128 134 110 130 125 94
132 137 125 115 85 82 80 75 77
160 125 93 102 112 110 116 126 99
152 145 125 100 125 92 90 87 96
149 135 125 128 134 120 130 126 108
125 132 127 120 139 136 143 134 123
109 105 110 125 133 120 128 125 94
134 116 123 119 126 130 111 95 88
123 105 110 135 116 80 126 95 88
125 132 127 120 131 136 83 101 116
130 125 116 95 106 90 97 85 80
135 102 117 140 138 126 103 131 128
94 86 93 119 136 130 140 135 104
125 132 127 110 128 96 103 111 124
145 135 125 128 104 135 130 126 129
89 105 120 135 136 126 122 115 88
160 135 93 82 92 140 130 126 128
122 129 125 131 105 132 140 117 88
123 105 110 145 116 138 135 137 127
135 120 135 136 90 125 131 136 128
89 105 112 135 126 90 108 95 84
94 86 93 119 136 140 130 138 126

155 102 119 140 114 96 93 101 94
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g2
25 mg 25 mg 25 mg 100 mg 100 mg 100 mg 150 mg 150 mg 150 mg
C18+25mg  CI18+100 C18+150 Cl18+25mg C18+100 C18+150 Cl18+25mg C18+100 C18+150
PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA PSA mg PSA mg PSA
130 125 116 95 106 80 97 95 108
139 115 105 98 134 120 130 136 129
89 105 90 115 106 90 80 85 80
94 105 102 115 106 145 93 105 124
99 105 90 115 136 126 102 109 116
132 129 125 131 105 132 130 127 128
127 125 105 98 100 134 130 136 128
119 123 121 101 105 132 130 127 116
116 104 98 100 114 136 83 101 88
90 110 95 99 129 139 128 115 94
102 95 90 86 105 139 123 121 128
90 110 95 99 129 139 130 125 96
74 70 74 75 80 87 78 80 74
155 131 120 129 134 139 120 125 104
110 112 115 120 128 134 122 111 96
90 110 95 99 129 139 130 125 100
84 89 94 75 80 87 78 80 72
94 83 84 75 84 87 88 80 77
92 110 95 99 112 139 130 135 110
139 118 125 118 108 112 128 137 129
132 126 112 105 122 128 132 132 112
140 129 135 126 128 139 130 133 120
3.3 ERME 0.05 0.10  0.20 mg/L
) 0.01~0.20
’ mg/L , (r%)
0.992, 3 (SIN=10) 55
[17] 0.005~0.03 mg/kg 55
’ ’ 1
342 Bk
- >
’ 55
0.05 mg/kg,
3.4 JIEFWIE , 6
341 ZERMARMTEE. Al R R 3 60%~130%
55 0.01 0.02 1.9%~8.0%
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%3 55 MRWGENRERE. EFEHF. KIEEXRE. WEMR. EYE KA HRERZE (n=6)

Table 3 Retention times, selected ion, correlation coefficients(r?), limits of quantification(LOQs),

recoveries and RSDs of the 55 pesticide(n=6)

te(min) r LOQ
(m/z) (MZke)  pecovery (%) RSD(%) Recovery (%) RSD(%)
1 (Dichlorvos) 10.624 185*, 187, 220 0.998 0.009 128.7 3.5 123.8 3.5
2 (Dichlobenil) 11.994 171*, 173, 136 0.997 0.005 80.6 4.2 72.5 43
3 (Butylate) 13.253 146*, 174,217 0.993 0.009 60.2 7.8 76.5 4.6
4 - (2-Phenylphenol) 14.638 170%*, 169, 141 0.993 0.005 112.3 53 108.4 2.9
5 (Tecnazene) 15.633 203%*, 215, 261 0.998 0.008 61.1 6.9 72.6 43
6 (Chlorethoxyfos) 16.028 153%*,263, 299 0.997 0.005 79.8 4.4 100.1 3.8
7 (Ethalfluralin) 16.546 276%, 316, 333 0.996 0.007 124.2 4.3 129.4 3.1
8 (Chlorpropham) 16.693 154*,129, 171 0.993 0.03 68.4 33 75.8 5.5
9 (Trifluralin) 16.788 306%*, 264, 248 0.997 0.008 129.2 5.2 129.8 4.3
10 (Benfluralin) 16.861 292%*, 294,293 0.996 0.005 116.3 2.6 126.7 4.8
11 (Phorate) 17.145 260%*, 121, 231 0.992 0.01 88.4 3.1 94.1 2.5
12 (Quintozene) 17.974 237%*,295, 249 0.993 0.008 62.1 4.0 76.5 33
13 (Lindane) 18.125 181%*, 183,217 0.997 0.01 72.1 2.2 99.5 2.6
14 (Terbufos) 18.289 231%, 186, 288 0.995 0.008 83.8 1.9 96.4 2.8
15 (Diazinon) 18.538 304*, 179, 152 0.998 0.008 104.3 2.9 108.4 43
16 (Tefluthrin) 18.941 177*,197, 178 0.9998 0.005 129.4 3.8 123.1 3.8
17 (Chlorpyrifos-methyl) 19.716 286%*, 290, 288 0.998 0.005 64.4 6.0 94.8 4.5
18 (Chlorothalonil) 19.898 266%, 264, 268 0.997 0.008 75.8 5.8 88.7 2.3
19 (Tolclofos-methyl) 19.898 265%*,267,250 0.998 0.005 64.5 3.9 88.5 4.6
20 (Pirimiphos-methyl) 20.506 290%*, 276, 305 0.997 0.005 92.3 5.1 116.3 5.7
21 (Chlorpyrifos) 20.947 314%*, 316, 286 0.9990 0.005 63.3 4.8 79.9 4.4
22 (Metolachlor) 20.873 238*, 162, 240 0.998 0.005 99.8 4.7 128.8 3.5
23 (Fenthion) 21.073 278%*,169, 279 0.997 0.008 92.1 2.9 104.4 49
24 (Parathion) 21.157 291%*, 218, 235 0.995 0.008 108.6 3.8 124.1 33
25 (Isocarbophos) 21.279 230%*, 136, 289 0.996 0.005 128.9 2.9 128.6 32
26 (Dicofol) 21.339 139%*, 141, 250 0.997 0.005 61.1 5.7 88.5 2.9
27 (Isofenphos-methyl) 21.666 199%, 241, 231 0.9997 0.005 129.4 4.0 127.9 33
28 (Quinalphos) 22.216 146*, 156, 157 0.995 0.008 108.4 3.8 128.9 2.3
alpha- (alpha-Endosulfan) 22.882 243%*, 241,339
29 0.998 0.03 64.9 4.8 84.1 3.8
beta- (beta-Endosulfan) 24.352 241%*,339, 195
30 (Napropamide) 23.124 271%, 128, 100 0.998 0.02 116.2 5.6 126.2 4.6
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HG%k3
. 2 LOQ
tx(min) (miz) T (meke)
Recovery (%) RSD(%) Recovery (%) RSD(%)
31 (Prothiofos) 23.260 309%, 267, 269 0.998 0.03 62.1 3.5 94.1 5.5
32 (Pprofenofos) 23.393 339% 337,374 0.997 0.005 83.8 2.8 108.8 1.8
33 (Oxadiazon) 23.512 175%, 258, 302 0.9993  0.005 124.3 33 129.3 3.6
34 (Oxyfluorfen) 23.680 252%*, 300, 361 0.995 0.008 129.1 4.9 129.7 4.2
35 (Ethion) 24.520 231%*, 153,384 0.998 0.03 120.1 2.8 127.1 3.1
36 (Quinoxyfen) 25.326 237%*,272,307 0.996 0.008 62.1 4.9 80.0 3.0
37 (Bbifenthrin) 26.614 181%*, 166, 165 0.998 0.008 80.3 3.0 124.5 4.1
38 (Bromopropylate) 26.642 341%*, 185, 183 0.997 0.008 72.5 2.8 116.5 33
39 (Etoxazole) 26.817 204*, 300, 359 0.997 0.005 108.3 4.2 127.8 5.5
40 (Fenpropathrin) 26.849 181%*, 265, 349 0.997 0.03 116.3 2.9 128.9 33
41 (Fenamidone) 26.891 268*, 238, 237 0.994 0.008 128.9 52 116.4 2.9
42 (Phosalone) 27.437 182%*, 184, 367 0.992 0.008 104.6 35 88.4 32
43 (Pyriproxyfen) 27.665 136*, 226, 186 0.994 0.008 64.6 38 94.3 2.7
-1(Cyhalothrin-1) 27.600 181%*, 197, 208
44 0.998 0.02 128.9 4.3 128.9 53
-2(Cyhalothrin-2) 27.892 181*, 197,208
45 (Fenarimol) 28.134 219%*, 251, 330 0.993 0.02 84.3 2.7 96.3 2.5
-1(Permethrin-1) 28.908 183*, 163, 184
46 0.997 0.008 64.9 34 74.3 3.6
-2(Permethrin-2) 29.080 183%*, 163, 184
47 (Pyridaben) 29.094 147*, 148, 309 0.995 0.005 80.3 4.4 104.4 4.0
48 (Boscalid) 30.163 140%*, 342, 344 0.993 0.009 123.7 39 96.7 35
49 (Quizalofop-p-ethyl)  30.271 299%*,372, 243 0.994 0.008 100.5 4.6 100.1 4.5
50 (Etofenprox) 30.432 163*, 183, 376 0.996 0.005 64.2 2.7 72.2 2.9
51 (Pyridalyl) 30.481 204*, 146, 176 0.998 0.02 60.8 38 76.8 32
-1(Fenvalerate-1) 31.169 167%, 125, 419
52 0.994 0.03 129.8 4.4 110.8 34
-2(Fenvalerate-2) 31.430 167%, 125,419
-1(Fluvalinate-1) 31.316 250%*, 252, 502
53 0.996 0.008 129.3 3.9 129.2 3.1
-2(Fluvalinate-2) 31.410 250%, 252, 502
-1(Deltamethrin-1) 31.875 181%*, 253,172
54 0.993 0.03 112.3 3.0 112.1 3.2
-2(Deltamethrin-2) 32.124 181*,253, 172
55 (Flumiclorac-pentyl)  32.295 308%*, 423,318 0.993 0.005 126.9 2.7 120.2 3.0

* Quantitative ion
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Fig. 1 TIC chromatograms of 55 pesticides (0.1 mg/L)
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