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W OE: BN R &SRO A 5% - 8 BT 15 (high performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry, HPLC-MS/MS )l & A A il vk sft frie S SLACI P 5% B, 25wk o Jiie S AR e ReK Hh A AR
TR EYE R R ZIREUS, SR QUEChERS J ik, DL 0.1%H iR - 2 IFR S iR I sh AR i
Ve, 2 5 5 (multiple reaction monitoring, MRM)fAiIRE, JEFTVCACARHEVES W AMR L E it . S8R A7
IRTE 0.0005~0.5000 mg/L B FEINZetESC R R AF, wkd I 2 Ffi =94 0.05. 0.50. 1.00 A1 5.00 mg/kg
WA RN 73.8%~103.1%, AHXTARE(R 2% (relative standard deviations, RSDs)>A 0.53%~7.94%
(n=5), HikE®RRHA 0.05 mg/kg, —18 °CHEGM AT T FAKE M vk st frie Ko ARG 17 35 B i e 24 R e ok
30%. SEI  IZIARRAEE AR 25k BRI BRI T REDK bk e S AR Bk B R AT, —18 °CAR T
1k e e S FLARIP P TE RE R AR S b 1 iR 1 2 20k 180 d.
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Study on the storage stability of dinotefuran and its metabolites in rice
under low temperature
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ABSTRACT: Objective To determine the residues of dinotefuran and its metabolites in rice samples by high
performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (HPLC-MS/MS), and to investigate the storage stability
of dinotefuran and its metabolites in rice under low temperature. Methods Rice samples were extracted by acetate,
purified by QUEChERS method, gradiently eluted in aqueous solution containing 0.1% formic acid solution and acetate,
quantization was performed by using selected multiplereaction monitoring mode, and quantified by external standard
method. Results The established method had good linear relationship in the range of 0.0005-0.5000 mg/L, the
average recoveries were ranged from 73.8% to 103.1% for the dinotefuran and its metabolites residues with 4 spiked
levels of 0.05, 0.50, 1.00 and 5.00 mg/kg, the relative standard deviations (RSDs) were 0.53%—7.94% (n=5), and the
limits of quantitation were 0.05 mg/kg. Under the storage condition of —18 °C, the average degradation rates of

dinotefuran and its metabolites in rice samples were less than 30%. Conclusion This method can meet the
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requirements of pesticide residues and is suitable for the analysis of dinotefuran and its metabolites residues in rice.

Under the condition of —18 °C, the storage stability of dinotefuran and its metabolites in rice is at least 180 days.
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ik H1 i (dinotefuran, DNF)J& H AR =3I b22 I L RIS =
FROBTRHRIAR BRI, A2 R - -2l -3- (DU -3-%
M FH BN, 73200 CiHuNLO,, A4t 1. %K
G HAA . B BRI . R | RO (3~4
iy ARG SRR, ES A g doa L B,
FEAEARARAY 70 5 B aT B AR i A A s v, mT R Biif K
T, Bk, ACREZHMEY LR CEl, BABEH . rhn
e i A s Pk o e R A 1 E3-[(B-IU R
R R ) B L ] IR [1-methyl-3-(tetrahydro-3-furylmethyl) urea,
UF] . 1-HVJE-3-[(3- U & Wk e ) Y 5 ] — &0 D EE [ 1-methy]-3-
(tetrahydro-3-furylmethyl) guanidium dihydrogen, DN]Z&?,
2012 AR 255K BRI 231 (Joint Meeting Pesticide Residues,
IMPR)AILE AF A 1A PR ok e g 1) 5% B e SCohpveke e | ke el e
WY UF K sttty DN 2R, FoE CRZGEER IR
50 o DN 5% B 00 RIREL 0 R B R KU, DAV % R A H
(2021 1) ) v [RIAE R P Wi iy ke ek Jrie 3k B 4 e SR ok ol
% . DN #1 UF ZAHl, DInkdiedos . hEME 1wk dUire
FEK i K5 B R B (maximum  residue limit, MRL){H }y
5 mg/kg, 7EAREA EHY MRL {4 10 mg/kg.

P kB g A A 2 h

Fig.l Chemical structure of dinotefuran

Fr, BN ARED S B3t KR
O ek ol e K FCAR I ARSI v R, R
i QUEChERS J5 2 A 4R BUL Y, ROAH €03 - 3 6 S i A
DG o 33X 653 e A0 Ik o e S LA fR B B
T M AR 1O B i IR AP A ™ ST T 3 A, 3 B A
T PRI E D o BRI, A% B RE A AT IR AN BE AE e I ] PAY
SERMREIN, 5 BEAERERE A E T AR — Bt ], R e
T 8073 ) TR E P 2 Xo 7k BA i 22 2R ) iy A T
FIL L HE—E WS, TR BIE S 20 5 B R it b AR
3 PRk R R PRI B B R oty 20 A i LE A P AR =
(5 o AT o e 3 REOR A R R SR . UF 1 DN Y
10 AR € T - R T T Bk B 0T O i, R =B AR

KEERE 18 CIRURAIE T Mt e vk, DU Z oy
ARG AE AR L 92 A O FANRR R AR i P 1) A RICRR E 1R DAY
’ft=%,

1 #MRI5H%

1.1 XBE5RH

Xevo TQ-MS =80k A 638 - FR BT 3% AN . oS 4E
Waters ACQUITY UPLC BEH C;g (100 mmx2.1 mm,
1.7 pm)(3E E Waters /A #l); KS4000ic 18 il ¥z 37 #% .
GENIUS3 Jigih iR & #$ (2 E 1K A /A w]); BC/BD-518HD ykiE
("W Eg/R A ), 3K15 @m0 HL(EE Sigma A H]);
XPE205 + 7543 2 —HF K-t Mettler 24 A]).

WU (BEEE 98.7%, AUt Bk oR 5 BHE T R AT R
F]); UF(ZEJE 96.1%). DN(ZHFE 98.8%)( | iff 4tk S uh Bl
BB A FD;, CRE(EiGa, MEERTTAR); B RR(EIE
afi, S KM A A K O Lk e B LA B WD,
SAREN KRR EE (A al, [ 2545 AL 2E R A BR A D),
4o M -N- TN 3 BE e Ak i I (primary  secondary amine,
PSA) (KN RBHEAT AR, 0.22 pm A HLIEHL
(R AT

FERAR AR 7 I T VA DX AT ) A A 25 Pt S
1.2 HmETatiE

AR 8 U A EORE IF (1], 2K X 2 ) A i DA KA v
B, SECE 1 h, SRJG A 20.0 mL 2li7KIZE 15 min A
H, A 20.0 mL ZfEHEEHE T, 7 350 v/min £ F IR
P2 30 min, MIA S g 24 E Ak B 5 F, IR FRIZY
P& 2 min J5LL 9500 r/min &.0> 3 min, FiE 150 mg PSA
1300 mg TL/KBREREE A E] 5 mL #EL B LA T, SR5 UE
BINA 2 mL B.0 )5 0 RIS, WHERR4I)E 9500 r/min 25
0> 3 min, FEHER 0.2 mL RIEREZIERE S, FHInA
0.8 mL 0.1%H FRIFIRIR G 15), i 0.22 pm A HLUEREL S {it
ME
1.3 &% H
13.1 &4t

{6 3%FE Waters Acquity BEH Cjg (100 mmx2.1 mm,
1.7 um), FBIAHA 0.1%F ER(A)-ZIEB), Fii#E 0.250 mL/min,
PEFEPRFL 10.0 pL, EEFEIREE 35 °C, AR ERIE 15 °C.
b VR AR 0~0.5 min, 20% B; 0.5~1.0 min, 20%~95%
B; 1.0~3.0 min, 95% B; 3.0~3.1 min, 95%~20% B; 3.1~
6.0 min, 20% B,
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R HL B 25 3 F- I 1F 5 F (electron spray ionization,
ESIHHH#, ZFH MMM, BAWZE 1; mEHEE 2.5 kv,
A EE 1000 L/, HESLSWEE 50 L/h, &R
J¥ 150 °C, ZFfLikLE 500 °C.

#F 1 DktafZ. UF # DN MRIZSH
Table 1 MS parameters of dinotefuran, UF and DN

HET TR AHERE HELRR

/s (m/z) (m/z) /eV NV
‘ 202.97 113.05* 8 20
w134
202.97 86.75 12 20
158.97 84.73* 14 30
UF 1.15
158.97 127.82 8 30
157.63 101.92* 12 60
DN 0.96
157.63 85.01 16 60

T g R T

14 FRERRAVECH)

PRUERB ATV 3 A MERRAREBO: Sl . UF #il DN 1)
BRI 4210 mg F 10.00 mL 25 D, FH 2 6 2 45,
TEFH 2006 43 SIBE ) 100 me/L 7 v AP )R

PR TAEW: 43 kG 2% B 1.000 mL o & &
100 mg/L Yk du i . UF £ DN AR i, il tigaiZ
SrERFERERL 10, 1 mg/L Wk dUlk . UF F DN ARt T
PR A ER 1.000 mL J5i ¥ BE 4 100 mg/L A0k HL fie |
UF 1 DN brdt a1 T [F— &b, B E R R
10 A1 1 mg/L By Atz . UF #l DN RS FRME TAER

FERRVCF AR e TAE G 435I 100 pL o
100 mg/L [k #L% . UF Al DN AP IR, FAREKSS
2 SRR A 10 mg/L Bk AU L UF Fl DN TR & 38 BidR
WETAER; 430 100 uL Rk 50 10 mg/L IRA HE %
FRUETAEW . 100 pL FEKR S (ZEFTVR R 800 pL 0.1% H iR
VW, TR, BOH BB R B 1 me/L TR A B AR AR
W, FAREAZS LR AT 0.1% P BRI (2:8, VIVITE N E 4
W, BRI R 1 mg/L IR SR AR AR I O R
Tl B B e FE A 05000, 01000, 0.0500, 0.0100, 0.0050.,
0.0010, 0.0005 mg/L FRINEAFEFARME TVER .

1.5 fEEfRE MR

i BRI R AR 7™ i v AR 247 % B i Re s e X v )
B3R, SRFZS FURKRFE S i i i B A br v 5 i) Jr X4y
HxFwk e . UF F1 DN 3 B o TR AR e M s, A
KA SR A B IR0 B DX 6 P, KRS A K 0 P R
Jite FF Ik R B A O AR 28, KR S AR S % B R S  ELAR

WAL . AEHIFREL 5.00 g Hil &I ARG ZS FARERL 24 1,
XA 3 A, A 8 A, AR R A Ia Ik B
UF . DN IFRHER R, WIZK 4 HI7E 0.50 mg/kg, HURENR]
P E N 0. 30, 90 1 180 d, iXH% & 2 P4y, FAME
FHas T BRI IR FD 0.50 mg/kg B FTEAES . & 0 d #ERR
PN, HAKESLAE 8 h PSR EK T—18 cCukiEH . 75
KRE S E G AR Pk i e . FU. DN 5% B my s 58
N AR (D):
Cy-C

D=-"2—1x100 1
c M

K D Bk B LA, %; Co NER B BIUAHIE, me/kg; C,
DAy b — 7 P [ A i P 19 5 BV, kg

2 HRED

21 FHMh
2.1.1  &E-RiEEA e AL

ARARVETE, SR KA I — 8 BRI . R
W T 0.1%FBRIER -5 . 0.1%LBRIER-4 05 . 0.1%H
PR VE - SR 0.1% C FRVE - S 4 Fhiish AR R, T8k
EVEBLAHET, Wl 0.1%HRIBK-2 BN, REyy
I, BIEERE 0.1%F IR-Z G s ok s 1
NASIR, HERMESE T BTk, B ESHE T
B AP S A, WEd 0.1 mg/L Ik s K HAC s
YIVRAEV I, ZANES H ) Intellistart BAFEAL IS, &
BT TET HEREMAEILRESSEL TR 1.
212 ETRIE LML

RIS HL A T 2 0 R A KR ity R ke e B AR
PRIk S, RGBS ER, RIGEE S, Eik
BB NG NIRBUA T . AT AR . Pl . S
S B A A IO B i, JEXF PSA (50,
100, 150, 200 me)ifTifb, 25 EB/RY PSA Al
150 mg B, FEFUN BN, MR, Eikll 150 mg
PSA i MHE
22 ZKMER

LRV ECARIE T AR IR RSB (- R IR T S
J&, LR BRI Y kAR, LIBkHEi% . UF A1 DN
FIPRIEA TR E (X, mg/L) IAEALTR, 2 3L B VCEChRvE T AR
2k, Friguk dufe . UF F DN bR fh 4 7 720 91 K
Y=2974369X-+384809 (r=0.9991), Y=1713868X+14299 (r=0.9994)
F Y=7973109X+124541 (r=0.9976), FiFXZEL r 7£ 0.9976~
0.9994 2 Jf], ¥R SEIRIFE 0.0005~0.5000 mg/L JEHE N HA
RAFIIZMERR, FFEALIBRER T 20K TEfEMEEL(SIN)
93 B, s, UF. DN 946 Hi FR(limit of detection, LOD)
0.147. 0.225. 0.079 pug/kg, JrikmERBEH 0.05 mg/kg.
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23 ERRRHEZE

RS o T gk ke #8755 93 1 ) T B RO 2 2,
Fekas FIRESR RS Ik s e . UF F1 DN ARIETRTR, TR
JE#4°4 0.05.0.50,1.00 1 5.00 mg/kg, FAMERE SIK, 45
R )R, vkl K 2 BRI IE 4 AT T
7 Y Bl 3k 73.8%~103.1%, AH X #7% 7w 2 (relative
standard deviations, RSDs) & 0.53%~7.94% (n=5), JikAuE
) B KON 5 P Rl R AR rh vk s e B HARY) UF. DN &

EMEZR . HETREE 2)0] I 3 AL Yre fr i st ) 1y
KHPLTH0E, S0 R TR . BT
2.4 fEERREMIAIE

Wi | ok U UF . DN TERS K A i ia
PEIRIG 25 LI, —18 CCRTRAMETT, FifiZ5 fifi ek st 8] ) 3
T, REAKHEE S R = F B R A AN K, ARG K R
30 d BEHRERER R 4.1%, 90 d MR ET 17.5%,
180 d MU E-HIREMERN 21.8%, BHsks s i F1 [k %7E

2 BRHAZ. UF. DN ZEFEKRHHFEHEE R HIFRERE (N=5)
Table 2 Average recoveries and relative standard deviations for dinotefuran, UF and DN in rice (n=5)
SNV B /(mg/kg)
25 0.05 0.50 1.00 5.00
MR /%  RSDs/%  CFHEIE/%  RSDs/%  CFHEIFE/%  RSDs/%  PHIECE/%  RSDs/%
Ik o i 73.8 221 77.0 7.53 91.5 1.51 96.2 0.53
UF 90.4 4.72 87.2 7.94 96.4 3.35 88.0 0.70
DN 103.1 1.74 96.7 3.60 92.6 4.17 82.9 1.31
202.975113.05 dinotefrany MR of 6 Chanmels BS
% 1002 o5 13&.36 o 36003 1%100 b 1 74 202.97>113.05 (dnoteian)
‘E ()E‘WQJSOJ?%\ZP"‘S 0'£g70\0.8%91'7ml@ Néll’soﬁﬁl'72113511‘92[?32'127»17 244 % 0 [ I ! L L ! L \k L | | | |
E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40 E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40
R 8 i ] /min PR BB 1 /min
MRM of 6 Channels ES+ MRM of 6 Channels ES+
% 100 12”3:3'36 . 202497>86»75(¢;(;wﬁ“§2)6 %100 135 202.97>86.75 (dinotefuran)
e 0.17 % 021.08 74 1141y 44158167 1 2.25)lr y |_ 5.97e6
2 0”— L osess o7 L@l Ay QM{'}'AAJ\A_JL@‘“}% R I N
= 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40 =2 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40
LR PR B [A]/min {5 B Hit[A]/min
MRM of 6 Channels ES+
J{% 100 091601 03 15'3.97>122;.5§25(22 100 Lis MRIv{;{ggmgs(l‘aﬁg
e 947 1.23; 156 " i 6.85¢5
= 0[ ] I I |094MA I'ZIM l'%2| 1}34 N ] I ] ,‘\%38[ = 0|— L L ) L N L ! L ! ! !
g 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40 j= 020 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40
AR B Bt ] /min 5 BR B el /min
MRM of 6 Channels ES+
MRM of 6 Channels ES+
Ny 100 " 130 158.97>84.73 (U;; 100 L15 158.97>84.73 (UF)
oE 1.84 198203 223 2472 nm 7.65¢6
‘]2‘ " 5 209 25 E 0 1 1 1 1 1 LN 1 1 1 1 1 1
& 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40 E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.4
A3 B B 7] /min A E7 B ] /min
MRM of 6 Channels ES:
*‘% 100 1.05 Mmlis%f&gg'fles(g% % 100 096 157.65-101 92 (0N
. 41 1.96¢7
‘E‘ O[O'Al L L 0ﬁ4u 994_0'9‘9[\\1“1\]%'1.17 L L L L L 239 421 0[ L L L L /I\ L L L L L L L
E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40 E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40
AR ER Bt 1] /min R B4 R 18] /min
MRM of 6 Channels ES+
157.63>85.01 (DN)
g oas 223 % 100 097 R e o1
e 1060.170,3043 5 0.630.76 081 909 12 " / 3.49¢6
g 0 et oo, o I Y | S
E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40 = 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40
A5 8 B ] /min AR BB B} i) /min
“ﬁ L3 MRM of 6 Channels ES+ 096 MRM of 6 Channels ES+
i) 100 931001211<3Q /1,3369 4.3’19-Ie(3: %100 il 1.34 2.311-‘5
B heso®togtstyn 0BT ) Gasisnngn s 8| VN
E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40 E 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 2.20 2.40
AR B IR} i) /min £ BB B} 8] /min

TE: a. K2 FIREML b FERESANEE b (AN EE LT 0.50 mg/kg).
K2 wedfic, UF. DN FERE KA BT A 0 i &

Fig.2 Chromatograms of dinotefuran,UF and DN in rice
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90.9%~101.6% 2 [8]; UF ZERDRERT 5% 24 Pk, |
180 d HE-HIREARR N 24.0%, HAEARIG 650 A,
A5 B ] AR KRR i b UF 9 5% B3 8 fE 35 A 3 30%; DN
FEREA R 30 d PEIRE AN 4.0%; 90 d HISEHIREI#R N
13.3%; 180 d A F-XIREAMR N 18.8%. MRIEAHIIEVEA ™ i
Hp e 2 5% BR Ak R e M I v DU Hp B D B o, 4% R
AAR(FEER) /N T 30%IR, ANFEmask R B r R, TT LA
FEMEHUE . UF A1 DN 7EREK h i i echee 220k 180 d.

3 HFit5iTie

1 2CT ks e B AR e A ™ 88 B R
ARSI, EAMESH NGB W 4s = 15—
S BE-F IR A WO YE, NH, v, SRR (03 - #3 ¢
AN LR P AR B, A EEBR R 0.05 mg/kg; RAE
TS QuPPe ik, R FHERILF AR A EREGH, SR
B HE 68 7 98 19 8 R R0 AR 3 - R G R G TR (ultra
performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry,
UPLC-MS/MS) il % gt 3¢ vk de e 5% B &=, 7 ek s B Oy
0.04~0.66 pg/L, RN 0.05 mgke Xk
QuEChERS J5i#, 1%H MR- NEHRI, & J-N-PS L aELe fl
Cig IRA VLT, 8 R ARAR € - B B T A A7
ok R R sk R, ik E B R Y 0.005~
0.010 mg/kg. ANHFGRIE i X (335 0T 1% A5 4R A JL mir b PR A% 14
HiAl, RFCIEIRI, PSA ¥k, ST T AERAE R ki
Ji¢ . UF F1 DN 1) e ROR0H €38 - BRBR B iz, P2l
RN 73.8%~103.1%, FIXTFREM 270 B 0.53%~7.94%,
FEERRY 0.05 mg/kg, ZOTREAA R MR REGEREA,
A W RS ik e e % BR 4R AL T RO S

A 2 AE AR BB O A 0 it RS B M E RO TR 2 B
SRR . AR S L SRR R R A 3 N,
D5 AR TF JR 5% B AH DG IR B B, 1o 25 A it e 24 1 3 Ae v o
FRE i B BTRRE, SRECE 35 M A1, 166 ] P 58
RER B RE SR ARG, DA (R0 45 SR A vER PO AR g
T Yo R 0 L I T B (ke UF A DN AR RAE Sl idE A 7
PR ER B 40 BT, S8R T Wk U R LA RS R R
Bt pfe e MR . 25 SRR, 18 CR VR T, FEAHE
v FR vk S R G 2 i Q40 i o S ] 1 5 Ik B R
JIEUs /b, (AR AR P U AR 7= i m A 24 5 B A R e
WibsdE, ENRBTRE, TR E a2 Flft
WYITERK AR E I ZE AR 180 d, XCARZIEICHE
BRI rh ik U 1 A A AE ARG KA b v A AR TR i e R e
HRBUT SH,

SE MR
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