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IS

AL =% %R pendimethalin /£ B4AE 3k £ R MR, LB P RG o LIE AW 4FHE
AT T MEHAHR.

KA BT AR, GohBORARSEL. BT RS, BEEMEESB Y
GC-ECD #2 GC-MS-SIM s #r# AR, oAl —F AR A LR ZBAMR, L3 F a9k
Bas. GMAEFRRAREG ZHATT SATNE.

GC-ECD#) /M il 4 5x10 2 g; FAkAb i JRE 4 0.001 mg-kg ™. ikt ifAmik
4 0.01 mgkg . 0.1 mg-kg *. 1.0 mg-kg !, B-FAe K EILE 2002 44 79 % ~ 125.5
% (L#AERE), 78% ~ 1035 % ( H4AEAEMR), 80 % ~92.8 % (£3%); 2003 F%
71%~105% ( L4AF3 %), 75%~103% (LA ZHK), 91.3% ~106 % ( £3% ).

GC-MS-SIMA 177 ikt i b i & 4 1x10 Mg, FA&Ae 4 7R 4 0.001 mg-kg 2,
B K B 55 4 2002 4 81 % ~ 87 % (B4AFEHRZ), 90% ~ 99% ( LH4F 44
#k), 89.3% ~98% ( £3% ); 2003 4 76.7% ~97.7% (LAFER2E), 72%~93.7% (&
AEAEAR), 83.7%~109.3% ( £3%).

ELAZEE PSR 33 %_F /K2 ILik 2475 ghm? (F R ), AFH
Wik R AN —F KRR EDHIAAKRT RE AL, Bk, 200250 K AKX 5
14 #4358 % 40.024 mg-kg ™, Fd ki %14 d4g 40.01 mg-kg . 20034 K AKX ie £.21
deg 758 2 40.035 mg-kg *, ki .21 d4g40.09 mg-kg . 20024 — ¥ KR A £3E
R4 E R EA KR, KEAH11.22 mgkg T, LA A2.12 mgkg . 20034k A&
JR Y4 ARE £2.98 mg-kg ™, 90 dF&ARF 484 %; Ly A 46.96 mg-kg ™, 75d PR FE 494 %,
ZWRELE T ERRERZRC, = Cot THFAMA, HART BT H R RAR I Ak
9% 14d (20025F ) A= %21d (20035F ), WK b5 W) Gigs) A5 4288 EIFE L.
20024 — 9 R AL LE P kM ST REES: C =4252¢70% , r=-009052, ¥
ZH (Tw) 16d; Fdh: C=1547:70%" | 1 =.08052, 3.4d; 200342 L3 F
WM A FAZKEA: C=1.7227+0%18 1 =-0.9495,T1,3.0d; & 4: C,=3.2707
O 1=-009238, T1p18d. £Z, —FRAABEDLLIMHKT, L-ELEF
# BT HERRA,

RIEME T —F AR ALHERLETHRAKREG T, O T LHAE A RLBGRAF
AU AHITE AR, Bfe2003 690 9K F L3 T TRA LGN Z, A
MEHIET Fn, FHTAL 7 LKA EHe2h, ELHTHEP T RO FHIK
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FHEARMEERE., 33 %Y _FRAIUHELIE PRGNS, BMRE, 1E
AL P 84 4K G F 40.15 mg-kg 7 ~ 0.83 mg-kg " (20024 ), 0.15 mg-kg * ~ 0.46 mg-kg
T (20034 ). RAKE RIesE R R AA AR T HIE, [2HRANTHAFRETLEN.

R LRFRER, SR T RRELSF LR T OREEMRD S, B33 %=
WORR Ik A BT AT AR RN R A F RS G T12375 ghm 2 (AR ),
HLK, HHIEFKANBIHR Y F30 d. —F K2 EDLZE P HMRLIAE B EPANLE A
0.1mgkg ™. BAA02mgkg™. #EA02mgkg’. ARIEMNEZNEKERKKE
2 40.1 mg-kg .

*f GC-ECD #» GC-MS M4 M R KT 69 RIS B AT T thik. KA GC-MS 4
WHREARFTIF4ERE RA GC-ECD S BEARIIFERIELRDE, LREFMHEF. AE
M 77 ik RARAR IR E L B3 549 MRL 2K, GC-MS-SIM 4 R 8 E & 4= GC-ECD
2, A2 R B AR BT VAST AT 69 L84 B AT B F AR AE ST T A T YA .

ALEART _FRALEES L L, FHE LRI, L2450, —FREAEA
MREZEHNFEZLFRMEENHTAIR S ZRGE L. RBARF LR L
B, ZFRRAE TSR R, 3T KT e 4400,

XKH#im: Z“HIXR; PERE; kB, WM
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ABSTRACT

In present paper the residue kinetic of pendimethalin in potato and soil as well as the
adsorption character of soil were studied ,the samples were extracted with acid-methanol and
cleaned up with florisil and were presented by GC-ECD and GC-MS analytic technigue.

The minimal dose of checkout and the concentration limit were 5x10 *? g and
0.001mg * kg ™ in GC-ECD analytic technique and 1x10 *'g and 0.001mg « kg ™ in GC-MS
analytic technique. In this paper the addition concentration were 0.01mg « kg *,0.1mg * kg ™
and 1.0mg « kg . The results showed that the recovery ratio of GC-ECD were
79%~125.5%(tuber), 78%~103.5%(plant), 80%~92.8 %(soil) in 2002 and 71%~105%(tuber),
75%~103%(plant), 91.3%~106%(soil) in 2003 respectively. Well in GC/MS analytic tech-
nique, the recovery ratio were 81%~87% (tuber), 90%~99% (plant), 89.3%~98% (soil) in
2002 and 76.7%~97.7% (tuber), 72%~93.7% (plant), 83.7%~109.3 % (soil) in 2003.

The two-year and two-place test results of high dosage 2475g « hm (a.i.) water solution
of 33% pendimethalin EC applied pre-emergence in potato soil indicated that pendimethalin
had a low residual quantity in potato plant and degraded fast. The residues of pendimethalin
in potato plants were 0.024mg + kg ™ after applied 14d in Changchun and 0.01mg « kg ™ in
Jinan 2002 year, and 0.035mg + kg ™ after applied 21d in Changchun and 0.09mg « kg * in
Jinan 2003 year. There were a great difference of the original deposition between the two
places. In Changchun the original deposition were 11.22mg « kg ™ 2002 and 2.98mg « kg *
2003, while it is 2.12mg *+ kg ™ 2002 and 6.96 mg * kg ™ 2003 in Jinan.

The dynamic state equation of the pendimethalin degradation of two places in 2002 and
2003 were as followed. In the year of 2002 in Changchun, the dynamic state equation is C;
=4.252¢ %47 1=-0.9052, and the half-life of pendimethalin Ty is 1.6d, while in Jinan, the
equation is C, =1.5477%%*, ,=-0.8052, Tisis 3d.In the year of 2003 the dynamic state
equation of the two places are C, =1.7227 r%%*'® , » =-0.9495, Ty,=3.0d and C,
=3.2707¢%374, 1=-0.9238, T1,,=1.8d respectively. the degradation rate were 84% after 90d in
changchun 2003 year and 94 % after 75 d in jinan 2003 year.The results showed that pendi-
methalin is easy to be degraded in potato plants and soil.

The authors also determined the final residual concentration of pendimethalin in potato
plants, potato tuber and soil. Because the potato tuber is edible before harvest, the assessed of
edible test was added in 2003 year. From the results of two years it showed that whatever the
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high dosage and the low dosage water solution of pendimethalin EC applied pre-emergence
in soil, the final residual were both under the lowest dosage of the minimal dose of checkout.
While there were 0.15mg g ™-0.83mg g ™ 2002 year and 0.15mg g -0.46mg %g ™ 2003
year in soil. Though the final residual data had two abnormal sections, it was permitted by the
measurement error. The results showed that the residual concentration in soil was high, and
the degradation rate in soil was slow; but there was no accumulation of pendimethalin resi-
dues in soil.

According to the research results of the residual dynamics of pendimethalin, the authors
suggest that 33% pendimethalin EC applied pre-emergence in potato should be below
1237.5g + hm “(a.i.) and be applied only once, and the interval from applying to harvesting is
more than 30d.Compwered with the MRL of pendimethalin in potato were 0.1mg « kg * in
American EPA, 0.2mg « kg ™ in Japanese and 0.2mg « kg ™ in Korea, in China, the MRL will
be 0.1mg * kg ™.

Comparing these experiment data tested by the GC-ECD and GC-MS analytical tech-
nologies it was found that these data were all consistent with each other and the concentration
limit were all under the MRLSs.

The absorption of pendimethalin in different soil was also studied in this paper. The re-
sults showed that the absorption of pendimethalin was higher in the high organic substance
soil than that in the low organic substance soil. While whatever the pendimethalin will belong
to the being easily absorpted herbicides and has a lower risk to the ground water.

Key Words: Pendimethalin ; Degradation ;Residue; Absorption
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— % R pendimethalinge 56 [F U1 A 7] 1973 4E 1k, HETE W E 2R R A w4
PAR Bl ARFER IR R . WV R AL BRELIE, MEHAN, JEAHE, OREIE, S,
AC 92553, Accotab ,Go -Go -San, Herbadox, Penoxalin, Prowl, Sipaxol, Sovereign, Stomp,
Way-Up o 54K N-(LIHEAEE) -3,4- T HIAE-2,6- “AHFEANZ, 4313 Ci3H1sN3Os,
Sy 2813, CASHEILS 40487-42-1, thpaify Ll 11473,

NO2

HSCQN HCH(CH2CH3)2
H3C NO2
C13H19N304
281.31

E 11 —HXRBLFEHR
Fig.1.1 The chemical structure of Pendimethalin
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A RR TP S SR s b A e e R IR . R R AR
Z§ (GUP),

TR RN NN R AN O 30 ZEMDI N, S EEPAR AT
50 Z i EA)HE LG fa] I s RORI— A AR B R R B R, LRSS R — EHA T A ERER R
AR TP, 1975 4 R R R AR IBE A B RRAR 21 S FAO AT S L AE HZAWHOA AT,
HELAAE N ZE AT B IR IR I R B ) 2 — . e[ BRI HAS, dhEGE. LLEs),
B R S5 17 2 [ SR R UK THIRRE ), 7 i 2 A 56 [ S A ) A
(17 33 Qojiti HANFLINAS . PR OAE 2 Fhg e AN 8 d i, fEdeE, —H R i
W ZRAEBAAR 254 AL, oW HA SR (R TR 25 ) )« RIERmERAR 2 [l A7 B
O RV AR A AT B 7] 2B 12— v R R B - T I K 0 e R R (K AR 2
fRhZ —, TR, BB E R R LA TR 168 R

11 ZHRRBELSEE. FRIESEIEE

T IGR g — R B T AR R AR R R R EOK AR . K 0.3
mg « L(20°C); e LAt (MR RE . S T K 2 BOE L o R — R .
THEK, FNEE. BEbE. 2R FIR. SR SR AN TR R
54~58 C; Vb AUHT MR BRSNS fE; e Sk 4 MPa (25C); ML R
#. 5.1818; WHHEFE %L 50000, IR R A MERT ] 4 K IR AL .

1.1.1 Bt E R HEIZEE

TR R T I ) 51 B P m/z 281 SRR, FEIESH m/z 252 DL 1.2, HIFER

VR S AL L 1.3,

182

25
41
57 " 1
El 118
‘ ‘ 108 H 13 s ‘ .
| ) T |
! 100 ) 200

B 12 ZHRRBEE

Fig.1.2. EI mass spectra of pendimethalin
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—CH2CH )7
MiZzl MOz _(CH3)3 Miz1ez - MNOp
! —MO33 &
B0~ >—1\Hif“H(r“H2f“H3)2———h- HC NHCH
Hi¢" N0z ~
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M/Z151
—iCH3CH 3 —CHs
e\ NH<
MIZZ52 Ny Mzms N0

4

HC NHCHT HaC NHC\Ii
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H3 NO7 2

B 13 ZHXRRMENIEE
Fig.1.3 Degradation of pendimethalin
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0110 237 2

0. 1004
0.090
0030
0.070
0.060 4
=
0030
0.040
00304

0.020

0.010+

0.000

T T T T T T T T T T T T
220.00 230,00 24000 230.00 260.00 270,00 25000 29000 300.00 310.00 32000 330.00

E 1.4 ZHKREIRIEE
Fig.1.4 Ultraviolet spectra of pendimethalin
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1.1.3 £L5MIRUAT S 1 (&
KA AR O RE LT AN G e A, ARSI W R R 2040 1E L& 1.5, 1200cm™ A1
1300cm™ yNO, {445l 1600cm™ B T KR I47E4E; 3000cm™ 4 C-HIf 4R 5 .

Transmittance INFRARED SFECTEIM

1.0

0.8

0.8
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0.z -
1 1 1
3000, 2000, 1000.

W averam ber (cm—1]

1.5 ZHR RO EIEE
Fig.1.5. infrared spectra of pendimethalin
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Fig.1.6 'H spectra of pendimethalin
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T fgljﬁﬁ$m3<>—ME¥W TR R I C-NMRAZ R R L
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1.7 ZHXRPC-NMRig L E
Fig.1.7 *C-NMR spectra of pendimethalin

12 —HXRSEFZMRIHRE

1.2.1 &%
1211 24EH

PRI, — R RAREE, 0k BRI IR 2k B ELDso A 1050 mg +kg EK T 5000
mg « kg "3, 2 )L PR, LDsofti KT 2000 mg « kg e AR BUK SR KT
EAE BRGNS, (H2 R R T IR R R % . HR 5T R A i 4
hIE AR K, LCsoohy 320 mg « L B SEzpr FAE#E . — B85, it H AN S N
B, RN IE T DAS R R BRI . PN RGR K AR B 25l 5 . Sy ke
I JUE 14y 2 1 81 e b A ™Y
1.2.1.2 184EM

HI4EER 50 mg « kg RFIRRES 2 45, W R B (B R IS B A O F ELT R
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B, {RJEAERER 12,5 mg « kg IR AL R AIBAT KA X B A, 7 90 ditit R
AR IRERIT ST R, oA I AR 40 mg + kg L,
1.2.1.3 3 A FERI N

SR 3 ACE AT IT A AR 24 R A EIA B4R 250 mg < kg B, fEXT
JE A AR e, R I W B b A R Y BRI . SR 3 1) TC A R
BFR 30 mg « kg LSRN B 2 W A I R R R LR, SRR A S A
A5
1.2.1.4 FREE

S MR R 1 BRI MR B e ) B AR K 500 mg < kg, BT HR L AR R B R E N5
Wi EARNHREARER 30 mg « kg SRR T EEE, (R AR SR IS Hh R 0 B e
BAFR 60 mg + kg B WL B BRI . R R RAN S B A
1.2.15 HERTMH

— RANBEGR I, WIRTERSI . SR b A0 B IR s & R
IR R B B As PRl
1.2.1.6 BUEE

FEKIA 18 A H LR 75 mg kg ™7 /N (R, PR RO B et e T
JEMS AN K R R B R R A B .
1.2.1.7 WEEHNEE

A E R A0 g AR I R ST fk — R R T A S S ) I R
1.2.1.8 FEANKFENMIRABYYITE

TR R K DL BRI NS g HERR AR AL, G S AR i .
N T3 I MBS 1R I8, SR 3 N ML 98 i 1 B T R U T Tk P A S AR i i Do A Rl
P . MChRIC I R AE /N AR P B . A AR B B L, B 37 mg - kg T
SN A 56 T NN SR A ) G R, /) Bl R A0 ok /)8 R 5 Sl
25, 1dJial DAZE SRR A D 90 %. 4 dJii, 96 Y%l g HERR . S AR iR 56 45
RILT- 100 %7E 4 dNHEBRAR SN . FERLREIMA LT &8 K4 0.3 mg « kg ™, 1AW
P i SRS 250 0.9 mg » kg P8, SEREH,  THIRR 0 EACHHR A I
A-HEERIN-1- CEA A SOR IR, RS ER, BMBIER, JE61EH.
1.2.19 SEFHIE

EHIMEJHEPAL RS LN E: #K 0.13 mg « kg 1,
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1.2.2 BN
1.2.21 MBI

TR R AT SR Y, B SvE 1 IRLDso 1421 mg + kg e 7 8 dif AN IR
b T A B A 283 RS PR L Cso 43 1 K T 3149 mg = kg ™11 10900 mg « kg 1,
1.2.2.2 XKEEYBIR0

R RO R A TSP e o B AROE G R K 96 h LCso e R fif fi i
72199 pg + L7, RPATASSE 138 pg « LY, KRR SE 420 ng o LYo 0 RN K
5B K K& 1) 48h LCsofe 280 pg « L e “HIRRAES AW s 4N 12
5100, 2 W AKAE Ay rh S5 FE IS o 7 A B T2,
1.2.2.3 T EAMREMRIEZ N

TR R A T,
1.2.2.4 XEYIBIZ IR

Pl — W 3R BENEFN Pcambivora Perytogea. Pcoctorum N PmegaspermaiX “&Jp
JEUBRT %00 DR e S S I SRR i 10 o AP e M | G AR TR (1 40 R
JIER (A KA Bt 5 | % 3L s (B HOFF B0 ROATIR AN B L 7 I 2 IR 10
Kok, WA RFERCRZ, G808 3] Aphanomyces B X A6 AL R R 24, S0F SUfi B
(R Base B AT I, JLCsol 0.19 mg « L,
1.2.2.5 3 LIRIFIRIE RS20

SR 25 P B N C O3 120, — N85 B 22 4 v JC s 0 998 % ol 8 (I NaO HAR k1
W, R A I R R SR I COL 1 NaOHIR T . FHTHCISR 5 ) 4% f¥INaOH,
RISV FEHCI) 2T SR COL ) 5o &5 AR W] I I R0 3 B A= () R A FH
TR, WG H REOEM % ERY, 8T Iesebr e g Ak 25127,
1.2.3 IMEYIATE

TR R AR I AR, S B AR EF 4 2R o
1.2.3.1 ZHXR7ETIEMM T K A B9 FEREFA 5

THRR BT AN, IR (T 1) K% 40 d32L, BRAkdfe B
WET, B BASYEE DR . W ERR A2k R = H R B Hk
TR AT LA OK 2 T g Y R B o BE A A AT B R R G IR - R R 4
ey AR S REZ B . BT =R AE T K, SEBr EAE R 2 H T A kg,
DRIt 3t T 7K 95 G 1A Tl REPEAR /NS00 [ AR 22 41 (1 S8 R B, — W IR R I AR I 3R 85
FAEATR, BRI o F SR AE IR KRR K S5 A B B = e AN )
TEAFDCIRAAT N DGR A V20, (HREEAE D, B 1.8 P =R
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L B AL R AR TR, R AR I TR B AR
Ry BT IAS R 2 » AR GAE N RS EI RIS D, R I F e tath b,
JIT A REA = A b e DT R R A K R AR 1, AHE A B I 7K 2R vl LA 43
fifte W SCR AT LK (RS E DT AT A DL OB, AT AE KA P 25 B e — ELARY
DIBUE, AEBECIRAS o Tt i o

NO NO: fer
AQ*hH—TH <dRdAc rQVH—TH S e NH_fH
C H:C NH: C2Hs
\ }y 4\@%
o e

. - * NH: szs
H: NH:
3 >/:<< o, 7K H;rQNH—TH

}@ H:C NO:  CH:
Ny 2Hs
H,rggf\lw—;{
H:C NO: @Hs

1.8 ZHIX R By T IBRAE 4K 5
Fig.1.8 microorganism metabolizes the soil of pendimethalin

1.2.3.2 ZHX R HE

Kl 1.9 Fros i — HRR A BN IR, 43 AE S04 B DG U T
(K A 43T stk R R I R A O TR A RTINS R AT B D B e )
Gh, KREF Y 2-50H-6-M2E-3,4- AR (V) A 2,6- —Aif2E-3,4- LR JIZ (1)
IR I F R RO AR, 32 22 T el A EAd SR A G AR F RO 4B-N- Z IS T JE R A AL,
VRIS AT AR TR IR AR I = . Ja4h, —HIRR P REERAETIOZ S LT,
O Ze Rt s 5~6 i, FUHIRN FZLE T TIOAE RGN, v A mE&s
(Fle Fh" e Fh* 1545 5] 5 O, FH045 5 7 AEOHAIHO,, "B S5 — H R R B Ak S N,
AT B o TIOIX Mt A Bae At 1)V FH AR 25 o AR B AR NG 2B 1) 5 B 5 i 7 T AT
W E ) A
1.2.3.3 ZH X R EEMIKR A BIFERE

- HRCR Sy W R AR R W, R4 o R A ARG . — BB
WAL NI, BoHASKAELES . AR E S F IR E N . — R A
SRR ARIZ R I e, B AN R e rh RSt D B IR 25 . AEOGRAEY) BBk
B AL T VA SRR R 2 (0.05 mg « kg ).
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1.3 —HRRIERBED A ENRAER

PR I BT B2 R R R BGRUR C AN UR EE- BOE I B, A/
3R BN AR, DU DL 4- R SEI Dl s, PRSI B R il o
[T S s

CH: NI H _f_CH H:
\IOWCTQKOH NOL%;(N H: NO:2
KE( CH:
\ \ / 1 s
~C:H L~ C:Hs L~ C2Hs

HNTCH HN—CH HN—CH

ﬁ\l HOH No:ji‘INo: NO: N H:C_Hj
CH: CH:
CH: CH:
/ : \ \ '
2Hs fsz

.~ C2Hs T
HNTCH H _f_C H HN fH
C:H: _ N—OH
NO: OH NO: N—OH NO: L NO:
CH CH: CH
CH CH: CH
kil X X
—C;Hs0H
— H.0
H _f_C H
NO NH
X
CHs
CH:

Bl 1.9 ZHKRBILHESY
Fig.1.9 Photodissociation result of pendimethalin
MW R B o 7ok, AR Z R 2R RO i T iE e IR 2,
Kl 43 K JH GC-ECD FIGC-MS, GC-MS-MS, 87 K I GC-AED J5 v Fll it i £ 1% 12
GPCIY, BBk B AR b —2, 37 J7 1A AR (0 R e Ak (i Y SR M
R TE L W, EREAT 2 HECD, NPD, MSD. b7 i -1 o3 i »
[ A ARAS A 70 o AT R R IR R 00 & B A 1o RS W R B 5 IR, 43U
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AT TV R R . P . BEIIMELT. 1988 HERajvir SharmaZeEfi 1 (6 1y — H R AR
AR rh 0 ak Bk ae MY, 1998 4F, Nicholas,G25HIGC-ECD, i 4h 35 HI -V 4 T it
T W R R AEVE RN I (TR B B A K B AR BRI, 2001 4, J.Engebretson
SR B AR ARSI (SPE) 144k, GC-NPD 54t i s b — F IR AR B i, FH -
AYECANBERE (35 (GPC) o) A MR R 1 F I 8 Rk B Al 7 Rt [® 4h o | —
H R 2R BT T ARE, K Z K GC-MSELGC-MS-MS /7%, 1999 4, Masaru Ka-
wasaki, 2R HISPEXHE 1k, GC-MSHKLMI 7 ¥4 £ b (A 254t 7 #r™). 1999 4F:
Joanne Cook, 25K JT1 1 /& S A6 2% (GC-AED) AIGC-MS J7 v A4 531 1 i v 22
K250 J77E0, 2001 4F, Hong, Song%5%JHSEC, SPE, TMSJ7iZFIGC-MSH:
PPN T 18 Pl 2 AE SR AT X AN B 7 (R BT, sk, LTI E e R A
PEM A R SR . B FEAR— R TE I BESR AL, $EHORE -G, %
Bkt AR AL, AR R RS D s A

FEAS PRI H AR Y, A vk A, 96 2 Bk A v Ak, ORH 0l e il oAl %
R, HEOFVEIER T EOK. SR, LIEREA

WK, HTRBEFHRE, iR RAWKE, RER R A BT &8 E&
RMKA. BR, EEKEMNWTO FEER M FRUKAREFEAFRRER 3%
B, AMIMdERGHZRENTERZ2ERAHNAKREH. AERTXME, Es5
HZWRREAFRFATAFRER T RBORE BN AR, WE AT @R
RIEHEAED. ETENHRZHT W RREDATE LR RN oy 2 p R #
R, HLIFRT AT LIE.
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FE SHEBEZNEDRE. 1IRP_HRIRZEBEHNSHAR

RS MR ) I AR SR R ol TR, Y A
PRy, TS VR 2 K OO AR D e AR e B BR S50 2 A8 s T
CAETERL . KRS Wl KE SRR RS b b (R 3 B AT B 3 25 1)
BFE R A7 HH DARE 47500 i [ P AR 2D, AR SCRE IS by T W33 % F
PR FLAE B AT e 8 K b Ak R ahas, BEim o ARl SR e HIZ5 U
K hilrg = W IR AE B b BRAE AR DU (3t 00 2 He

2.1 MR 57E

2.1.1 /PNXIXIEHEETR
RIGH s AN KRNI, LR 5% e 119 D3 XA PR il
R 3. A M, HHUTS EEB.3 %, pH 6.73 (K4); Wb+, HHLTS 1.2%,
pH 8.41 (3%F)
P 2457): 33 % R S
LRl SR, WA il (KB &5115 (5D
27k R Sl 5 a3 Lh-16 0K 33 %6 — F IR R FLIM &8 P I PR R VA B
ERE VR L2 LR TS
JEZGI ). 20024E6 116 1H (KFF): 20024E8 H11H (3%Fd): 200345116 H (K
£); 20034F4HTH (5Frd)
N K AT Ja: 50 m? (10 m x 5m), WAANtZhabE, 3RER, K AabB kL
HEZ, & B RS .
2.1.2 TR B8 H 8T
TR0 L B AR Bl A St 2 BARSG: , JF vh d5e 28k B K0 e P AN 7K IR it 24 711 e HERE
FIH 123759 « hm 2 CHRURSY) miflE 2475.0 g » hm 2 CHRURSS, 2 EEHT 1 %
iZho MK 3WER, JFRA AN . DR BRGRIR A2 RIFRR 3R 5
HHATIE o MRS AR B F R — AN B, 3WRES, REL 1 2y 2 R 7 ik
1To FFMAZEMIE TG, 25T 2002 4F T8 BRI 2 14d)5, FFURER— IR
Ff, B4 LL15d. 17d. 21d. 28d. 35d. 45d. 60 dffc3ki (KF 115d. 114 60d)
KA ERMRAE S 2003 AE B SRR S ATy 21 d)5, JFUREE—IRIUEE, ek
PL22d. 23d. 24d. 27 dRDERI (K 90d. IR 75 d) KA ERIMAE N 2002
I A2 )5 R AERIRE 4 1/24 dy 1d. 3d. 7d. 14d. 21d. 30d. 45d. 60d

-11 -
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A BRI (K3 115d. 117K 60 d); 2003 4F 35 A8 it 24 )5 (1) KL TRI B 2 1/24
d. 6/24d. 1d. 3d. 7d. 14d. 21d. 30d. 45d. 60 dFI L& 2RI (K2 90 d.
7R 75 d)s  DHE B 28 7E ml & HIRAE — 1k (2003 4F).

IO B R | IR SRR R T T 2R AR R A s AR N X T B
A BERRR DL 5 I RFE, B AR 1-3 0 (KD, F/AXAERBREADT 1 kg. M5
REREDIREIR AT, FRIES DY S0V BORE 0.1 kgFFill e HHER A 5 Sy BURE, HHERPHRE
4 0cm~15 cm, FAHFEADT 1 kg HIESIY 7075 0.2 kg, B+ 5t 333 um (40
HORSHAES, AT % AR B,

2.1.3 MEFKHEFAZE
2.1.3.1 RFIFANEE
2.1.3.1.1 AR

BRIR. ThiR. I Cbe. AR gat; TR, 244, FIHr 650 CHI%E 4 h;
WhyEF: Celite 545; 1% Bt 1= (Florisil): A& 255 & 4 H1H, 150 pm~250 um (60~100
H) 675 CHI%E 4 h. HIHT 130 ‘CE/EL 5 h, BHIBNBOLH TR, AT
2.d, fHH 5 %/KukdE; FEE. Ak (60~90 C) ¥Ihaaral, HurEZEmE; +
UK G RERMERE S 99 % Cl ZRAEFHRMHS I 0 BR 2 w424

PR PE R #h8 20 mL, —Z%sK 200 mL, HfEE 780 mL, EAZE 1L;

VAW 0.4 mol « L. B 8.4 mLIRERRIT =4UKERE 1L,

IECkE-R: vV (ECQkD ¥V CR) =10:1; 5:1.
2.1.3.1.2 1X4%

HA 53 GC-OAS M A : Mo s T kil es (*Ni -ECD), CR-4AML %
WP SRS BONLs B IRGHL; TR A R A SRR .
3L (250 mL); EHTAE, 25 em (L)x2 em(1.D.) 25 B R 2% .

2.1.32 SHHEIEENY

i AE: 25 mx0.25 mm 1.D.x0.5 um M A5 B e OV-1701;

YR AEAE 70 "C(44F 1 min) 25C/mingy 180 °C (f£4F 20 min) ; AL S Aol = . 320 C;
(2002 4F) A:4f 70 C(f#4F 1 min) 25C/miny 180 “C(f#:4F 34 min) ; 4k A ke 2 .
320 'C; (2003 4F); #/&E/<: HHTME 2.0 MPa (2002 4£); 1.2 MPa (2003 4F); #h %

S (make up gas): AIET(LEE 99.999 %) Vi 20 mL + min " #EFERFE]: 2 min;
2.1.3.3 StHEBILEN

KA EREGC-9A, A P SSECD, HEFFEL ub, RHMRIL e =, F
FCR-4AIEHHE AL BR A AT AR S o I OR B IR TRDGE B A 1 — R e R AT IE

-12 -



S N T ZWRRAELRE 0 L LR E RRIREAR

2.1.3.4 FRAERZEAVESL

TR RR BRSSOV, %R IE Cibe e AL 12000 g © mL R R AR
HEW, B IE ks,  BIal T2 0 R 22 X A — A e R Pm it i 2 1 gt 57
F A ifE, 0.01ug emL ™. 0.05pg s mL ™, 0.1 pug+mL ™ 0.2 ug *mL ™, 0.3 ug *mL™,
0.4 pug =mL ™, 0.5 pug »mbL ™ 1 R AR bl 2k . A TR YRIEERE B X(ng)
YK, 530 LR 7 LY = 10882+1002896 X, »=0.9996 (JL[K2.1).
2.1.3.5 #EXFR BB AT 8]

2002 -4 20.1 min ; 2003 £ 32.9 min (WLFE 2.2).,

500000

]
7 400000
1/5 300000
I
[f

1
= 100000

200000

0

B:8%
0.05
0.10
0.20
0.30
0.40
0.50

ming
E2.1 ZHXRirAERZ
Fig2.1 Standard curve of pendimethalin

2.1.3.6 ##mATAE
2.1.3.6.1 $H Y

TR SR SRR IR . FREUHI A5 I IREA 100 g CREA1420.02 @), JEON s 2H 2345 1L
H, IIAN100 mLBRYE I, 2 mLBRIR, ~JK2 minjg, FRECL/25HHL em)Z B I 7]
A IR FuE, 40 mLR Mk Y B v D A R A LA A [, 0 UE3IR, &9
VR E A 250 mL, B Ay il v .

3. BRECHIA I REAS0 g ORI 450.02 g), JRONBICESH Y, I A250 mLER 1
BEAW, 2 mLBER, %2 hEikib, B35 w3000r « min 2505 min,
2.1.3.6.2 M-I T

B 50 mL e S al B0 5 PEE U 7 ks 2F . N 50 mL #h¥ i, H 50 mL
AEEAEI, SEAREN 3 Ik (BRESAREMRAK O 80 mL. 40 mL. 30 mL fiig), &I
RO T K R BT 0, WR4IE 1, 4 mL AR AR ) o

-13-
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= = =

g 20.141

L 3.3
¥ ;32. 184

20

timin
(a) 20.141——F %R (0.1ng, 2002 4E) (b) 32.184— _F &R (0.1ng, 2003 )

E 22 —HXRFHFEEILESEE
Fig2.2 Standard GC chromatograms of pendimethalin

2.1.3.6.3 ¥k

JARTAE ETR P N2 em JEJCKBRIREN, N6 gih Z AL+, H120 mLAT ik
WG, 4 mLp iR FRE, HI30 mLIE Ce-2R W vV GECKD 7 CR) = 10:19%k
DEEMTAE, FEROMIETG P60 mLIE Cbe-2RiE: v QECKD v (R = 51kl
JENTAE, WCERBENLA, W4iia T, A2 mLAvhiie 2,  EALE .
2.1.3.7 #RMMEIHR IR I

AR L DR P 28 0 BRI B B4 S = | MR L 38 o A TV o — P R Bl %6k
B, WIS : DR SEHE | KI5 1£0.00 mg < kg . 0.1 mg + kg A1 mg « kg™
AR, A B4R ES .

22 FR511HE
2.2.1 1£H

I B B E R AR AT 2 5 /KR IO i, AT IR B KR T IR P I A
PRI, TEORH BRI RGP AOE T B AL, W BN B 5 0y JR AR

[53~54]

-14 -
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2.2.2 #1k

ARG R FH 59 B0 TR e ke P 2 Y - /K B B A T V-V A i - FR T A il T
F BT A i - PR MR R, I RR AR X — R R b 1 40 e R 20 K T K i 43
NC R E, PR A WU R ARSI 23 2, NI IA 380 22 BRFEIGR A I 7K 73 FK S 1 24 o
WER. SRESDEAIEMmER S, BHIUL, FrLCR KRR .

- S PSSR A WA R G it b TiE— 2l AR RA T
FEEMTL, BN SR i B . kX P, 13 8VEE IS I ISR,
Zoudn ] AR . I B AT, AT RBOR Sk s, T HL A W
MRS, IR PTINRTCKBRIREN, nl i — B LK 55
2.2.3 SEGIERERIERE

ATRIS T B 5, U IR £ FoR A TR TR, ANk
TR, TR R AT R R TR, A I AR O B I TR P U
FEWCIAAAER IR T IETE ) Bt o SR HERE OR B IS TRD AR J5 20 im (0 07 s, T TR )
Hr AN B0 R R AR 0K o A0 HT T LRI 73 AL IR O AT, ORAIE — SR 20 4 Ak N il
e TN REE . 2min5 AT, BRI
2.2.4 RInEEEIR TGS

R AT R N - S AN RIS KT IR 23l D 2002 4 79 %~125.5 % ()
WL, 78 %~103.5 % (LA AR ), 80 %~92.8 % (+-35); 2003 4F 71 %~105 % (1
L), 75%~103 % (SR ZHEFE), 91.3%~106 % (13f) (¥ 21~22, K23~

F21 _HERESRELZE. EHMATIERRMEIWERRLER (2002 5
Table 2.1 The recovery of pendimethalin from potato tuber, plants and soil (2002year)

. KA [FIAC% 1% N

‘1}\{\ = 5 N S

B AR OVERO g g Recovery 1A HERRIE
) Fortification D 1%
Matrix Sample amount Fortification o RSD

level [ I m N Y
T A A 1 0.01 124 141 106 131 125.5 11.76
Hezk 100 10 0.1 106 83 96 108 98.0 11.64
Potato tuber 100 1 82 75 85 74 79.0 6.78
LA 1 0.01 95 83 119 117 103.5 16.87
FEL IR 100 10 0.1 81 95 97 92 91.2 7.82
Potato plants 100 1 86 87 70 71 78.0 11.79
. 0.5 0.01 74 82 80 84 80.0 5.40
+ 3

Soil 50 5 0.1 92 90 94 95 928 2.39

50 1 82 76 94 86 84.5 8.93

-15-
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22 —HRRESRERTIFERHRMEKRRRIGER (20035)
Table 2.2 The recovery of pendimethalin from potato tuber, plants and soil (2003year)

N WK EESLT N
. v NI /ng 1 AH B R 72
=] S kO B .
¥ il MRFER g Eortification /m-g- kg | Recovery o
Matrix Sample Fortification _
amoun 11 111 1V X RSD
level
4 0.5 0.01 50 66 87 81 71.0 23.3
=k 100 5 0.1 60 96 85 84 81.3 18.67
Potato tuber 50 1 125 96 108 92 105.3 14.0
LR 0.5 0.01 74 60 76 90 75.0 16.36
jﬁﬁi 100 5 0.1 83 93 119 120 103.7 18.59
otato
plants 50 1 90 91 109 97 96.7 9.03
" 0.5 0.01 67 80 117 110 93.3 25.6
foff 50 5 0.1 88 108 118 112 106.5 12.2
50 1 77 95 112 81 91.3 17.34

2.8), RPBICREAEA 4 UCFATINE 85 RIME, FFEER T iEEsk . AR50 —
IR R IR de /IR HE A 5x10 2 g, BRI 9K R 0.001 mg < kg .

-16 -
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_ = = = =

= = &
i L

(a) © - ©

0.73 21.187 91, 446

Y.

g - E 4
L L

-

t | min
(d) (e) ()
(@) ZAKEH) CK (Changchun), (b) =A (Fr) CK (Jinan), (c) & (K&
(Changchun), (d) #sin (3#) Fortified 0.01 mg < kg? (Jinan), (e) ¥£A4 (K#) The sample (Changchun),
(f) BEA (B%F) The sample (Jinan)
2.3 DGRERZESHEESHE (2002 £)
Fig.2.3 GC chromatograms of pendimethalin in the potato tubers (2002year)

Fortified0.01mg - kg*
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5
" 4]
| ::
[=]
i o
-y = .
Li_: a ;3?.
= a8 4
| L L kb NS
|J¢ e & 11 f |: . B J AJ E‘:L:’L!"_lllh'_"r\“'
g L R - v
‘LLA_H_‘ L J MJ-'H ~ hm.-" e
R - _ ° 2 & 2
2 & ] - i a | !
() (b) (©
|
i
[
o ko B JL
- wds ] |ridl “N'_ i R — N | - ——
= = 2 =
t | min
(d) (e) ()

(a) FH(K#) CK (Changchun), (b) 11 (Jff) CK (Jinan), (c) #sin (K#) Fortified0.01mg « kg™
(Changchun), (d) #sin (3#) Fortified 0.01 mg < kg? (Jinan), (e) ¥£A4 (K#) The sample (Changchun),
(f) BEA (B%E)  The sample (Jinan)
24 GRERZESHEESHE (2003 £)
Fig.2.4 GC chromatograms of pendimethalin in the potato tubers (2003year)
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e 9 g ° 2 8
l | L. | L l.. e = B
(a) (b) (c)
2
*
| .
P

@ o @ @ a E
S Con. & - (. | | -
t | min
(d) (e) U

(a) FH(K#) CK (Changchun), (b) 11 (Jff) CK (Jinan), (c) #sin (K#) Fortified0.01mg « kg™
(Changchun), (d) #sin (3#) Fortified 0.01 mg < kg? (Jinan), (e) ¥£A4 (K#) The sample (Changchun),
(f) BEA (B%E)  The sample (Jinan)
E 25 GREEKRSHEBIESEE (2002 £)
Fig.2.5 GC chromatograms of pendimethalin on the potato plants (2002year)
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o
ey
= i
s w
]
B4 =
o
o o8
-]
= o
_ ]
o
L4
-

2

F

.

-:—
20 -'Cl

{ 22,762 33
|

fee

= 2 R = ° 2 g R
@) (b) (©)
|
|
| |
| _
|
|
5
! - 43 :
il i 2 23 o = 55 '}
L __I_I_._:______";'f_ |,..LIPL...L.__'_... 4 = J*-‘"*l‘-‘L"‘—h— T -
tl min
(d) (e) ()

(a) FH(K#) CK (Changchun), (b) 11 (Jff) CK (Jinan), (c) #sin (K#) Fortified0.01mg « kg™

(Changchun), (d) #sin (3#) Fortified 0.01 mg < kg? (Jinan), (e) ¥£A4 (K#) The sample (Changchun),
(f) BEA (B%E)  The sample (Jinan)
2.6 DREEKSHEBIESERE (2003 £
Fig.2.6 GC chromatograms of pendimethalin on the potato plants (2003year)
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_1
C & & L co N L & &
(a) (b) (c)
2 .
: :
&
|
|
! - . 5 :
C & B L L L l | i
t | min
(d) (e) 0]

(a) FH(K#) CK (Changchun), (b) 11 (Jff) CK (Jinan), (c) #sin (K#) Fortified0.01mg « kg™
(Changchun), (d) #sin (3#) Fortified 0.01 mg < kg? (Jinan), (e) ¥£A4 (K#) The sample (Changchun),
(f) BEA (B%F) The sample (Jinan)
2.7 HIESHBIESEE (2002 £)
Fig.2.7 GC chromatograms of pendimethalin in the soil (2002year)
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323376

=

B

33

2299 23 848

_
1
oo

|

32,2
5321

[
-
-

<«
22,653
27.900
<«

: g

oy r .
J_,\_UL}L._W.,J-_.. I, '
o s = = -

10
20
30

(b) (c)

-
. ) | - b l &
S P 25| | .
Juuhbthﬂ_l_d_- L l_j&___ J;4LUJL=L_._H_“.L s 3 S L | W
t | min
Fortified0.01mg - kg*

(@) Z=HA(KF) CK (Changchun), (b) #F (FFm) CK (Jinan), (c) & (K%
(Changchun), (d) #sin (3#) Fortified 0.01 mg < kg? (Jinan), (e) ¥£A4 (K#) The sample (Changchun),

(f) BEA (%)  The sample (Jinan)
E 2.8 HIESHEBILHEHE (2003 F)
Fig.2.8 GC chromatograms of pendimethalin in the soil (2003 year)
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225 ZHXRAEDREERMIIBFRIZE NS
PR R A B SE PR B AN [ ) B U )k P R ML 2.3 ~ 2.4 IR i R
KA S RN A3 — W R AE R A I RN TR T 10 EN AR iHh

2 L& 2.9412.10.

#*x2.3 “HXREDHREBEKRR TIEPIEMEINTS (200245)
Table2.3 The residual dynamics of pendimethalin in potato plants and soil (2002year)

2 K % Changchun 5 4 Jinan
%UZE FEAE Plants T+ soil FEHFE Plants T3 soil
lg + hm? Uk 5k E%ﬁ@% 35 A e S 5 13 72 <R S 3 A

(i) B P 1% B =

1%

ik

1% 5 1%

The dose N T/ Img + kg? Rateof /mg-+kg® Rateof /mg-ekg® Rateof /mg-kg® Rateof

of apply- Interval Residual degrada- Residual degrada- Residual degrada- Residual degrada-
ing level tion level tion level tion level tion
1/24 — — 11.22 — — — 2.12 —
1 — — 5.66 50 — — 2.50 -18
3 — — 2.67 76 — — 1.45 32
7 — — 1.97 82 — — 1.26 41
14 0.024 — 1.97 82 0.01 — 1.20 43
15 <0.001 96 — — 0.008 20 — —
17 <0.001 96 — — 0.008 20 — —
24750 21 0.004 83 1.25 89 <0.001 90 0.47 78
28 <<0.001 96 — — <0.001 90 — —
30 — — 1.34 88 — — 0.57 73
35 <0.001 96 — — <0.001 90 — —
45  <0.001 96 0.83 93 <0.001 90 0.63 70
60 <<0.001 96 0.91 92 <0.001 90 0.83 61
115 <0.001 96 0.15 99 — — — —

-23-



IR R F ML

ZWRRAELRE 0 L LR E RRIREAR

F24 —HRIKREDREERR TIEPRIPEMENS (20034)
Table2.4 The residual dynamics of pendimethalin in potato plants and soil (2003year)

i 24 £ # Changchun ¥ B Jinan
5 X FikK Plants +3E Soil HiFK Plants +3E Soil
iotm? T Ten e v BeRE TEDR WWR TR R
@) "H e e mE om mE M BE
The dose 1 /d Img - kg Rateof /mg-+kg® Rateof /mg-kg" Rateof /mg-kg’ Rateof
of apply- Interval Residual degrada- Residual degrada- Residual degrada- Residual degrada-
ing level tion level tion level tion level tion
1/24 — — 2.98 — — — 6.96 —
6/24 — — 2.34 21 — — 5.42 22
1 — — 1.65 45 — — 4.86 30
3 — — 1.63 45 — — 3.91 44
7 — — 1.52 49 — — 1.24 82
14 — — 0.99 67 — — 1.16 83
21 0.035 — 0.99 67 0.090 — 1.52 78
22 0.028 20 — — 0.056 38 — —
2475.0
23 0.006 83 — — 0.039 57 — —
24 0.009 75 — — 0.028 69 — —
27 0.017 52 — — 0.020 78 — —
30 — — 0.73 76 — — 1.02 85
45 — — 0.78 74 — — 0.68 90
60 — — 0.53 83 — — — —
75 — — — — <<0.001 99 0.40 94
90 <0.001 97 0.46 84 — — — —
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0.09 r 1
0.08 F
0.07 F
0.06 F
tao 0.05 ’
£ —— 20024EK#
gﬂ 0.04 F —=— 20034 K A7
= —a— 20024F 3K B
0.03 f —— 2003435 5

14 24 34 44 54 64 74 84 94 104 114
t/d

29 ZHRRAEDREERDIERSHIL

Fig 2.9 Degradation curves of pendimethalin in potato plants
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8
"y
-
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gﬁ —a— 2002F-KFH
& \ —%— 20034EK-FH
—o— 20024F 3% 1
—— 20034F3%Fd

O N TN TN N N N N N T Y N O N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N U O N N N N N I — ']

0 7 14 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91 98 105 112
t/d

E2.10 ZH X RELIEPRIPERRNTH LK

Fig 2.10 Degradation curves of pendimethalin in soil
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PIAEP L ARG 25 SRR 0, — R AE T A AR R Y I, PR R . 2002
R 14 dIf5R B R 50.024 mg » kg 7, BERFIAN 14 di940.01 mg - kg i
AR Bl B 5 20 7 7 v A R BE LU o 20034 KR 56 5521 d )5k B 504 0.035
mg « kg &, WEFIAL 521 dif)h0.09 mg « kg o 24F(RINE S5 SR, T W RR L L%
ERRR AR T 20024 3R A3 I LEAEAR b IR S fIAS: Hh R 5 DL IR B /b, DRt
20031 & 1 HUAT: [ Bg I (7]

20024F - HI R RAE H 3 (1 R G VTR R P L 22 Bk, K h11.22 mg » kg ™, 1l
RN2.12 mg + kg o AT AR ZE SR SR A ) B ORE (R 2, SRR RO IURE A S,
LRI S, R MM AHIA —E k. 2003F KA IR USRI 42,98
mg « kg ™, 90 MR 484 %; 1114 46.96 mg < kg, 75 dFEAEE A4 %.

H AT C3E g SR A 20 77, — RAEEZED I P IR, 5 — ik (e
Tt 2 VE ) 55 B — S TCAE D 28 Al B2 o VR A A NOKS B A B AR50 1 bR v 4t
—, BFEX IR T H, SNEEE LR, ERAKK. MBI T 3RS IR N AR
Jiti ek 24 1y P DA L T s b v EORE L L,

B2, WA L ERAR T, R IER AR T A 2. TR
) = PR R R AE 358 v (R B AR 5 LI €= Co £ I FE LA

TH R RAE R E AR AR s A g (ILEI2.9) . T A UCRFEI TR A it 2
112814 d (20024F) FI5521d (20034F ), [KIb a7 R] PR AR sh A& 5 FE B SE b e
I R 7 T Ak B Eh A th 2 (WKEI2.10) 807 FEC, = Cor®, 262 3R B0 Hd it
BT, 20024F  F RR AE 3R (BRI S ST RE KR N Co= 4252 70, p = -
0.9052 ( v =10-2=8; 00=0.765), T 1, 1.6d: WFik: C= 1547+ | »=-0.8052

(v=9-2=7: 000n=0.798), T13.4d; JHE2AMRIEIE 51 H, 20034 — HI R
TIEP RS AT R C=1.7227 7P, = - 0.9495(v =11-2=9; a001=0.735),
T1,3.0d; B A: ¢,=3.2707 7, r=-0.9238(v =10-2=8; a01=0.765), T 11.8d.

THEIR IR, AR AE LI (K B R IR AR Cr = Coe 155 P2, (B X
TR R KT T REC, = Co £ N RFE A HL. WRHICt = Coe U4, rHEARA
B, AR R T NS AN 22 K K FITREC = Co £ 915 H T o 5 S AR FR
A, IR AR AR 22 5 B . (R A — A, RIS T o {E#mT LU W
TR RAE A SRR 2. WNELE G EE, REFIMTRHARC = Ge ™,
BREFIC = Co A A BN EIE, (HEIX 80 T BB g3 .

226 _HEXRESRENEAANRES
H1 T B B S e 2SR T I S 2 & A, BRI AE 2003 411 H AR EG 77 &

-26 -
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BN T AT ARSI E (3R 2.5) 0 MINE Bt vl %0, PIHBIG 18 i R S I 7
2y, (SR EHREE T T RS E AR T R R A R R, B 1 B 2 R K
E2| = RN N NP S = A E R e Y
R25 —HRRADRERZARMAYPKEENELSR (20035F)
Table2.5 The residual of pendimethalin in potato during edible
it 25— X Applying one time

W25 A g hm 2 (a.i) £ 4 (60d) Changchun %5 B4 (60d) Jinan
The dose of applying PRI R R mg + kg P35k B ik fmg + kg
Residual level Residual level
1237.5 <0.001 —
2475.0 <0.001 <0.001

227 _RERESRENTIEPHNRLKES

2002~20034F — H1 [ R 71 B A LI rh i AR B 45 W W K2.6~2.7. W[ LLE H,
TP 17033 % — W % R L1, MiZh & 42475.0 g «hm 2 (B 8085y, 55— Uit 2 Br sk
WIRAE, K ARG R ARG f 10 S48 B8 1 (% B B0 K {4 0.006 mg » kg ™, i
T HERE IO AR B BR 0.1 mg » kg ™o XL 5 Heds Ui W] — IR R AE Sh 44 S B 2K AT
FAR EERAR R RAE TR IR R R, FRANE, T IRRER R AR
#40.15mg kg "~ 0.83 mg +kg * (20024F), 0.15mg +kg '~ 0.46 mg kg " (20034).
Foe A% PRI 45 S AR 241 SRS A, AR AE I (1 SR VPR ZEJE Y

£26 _HEXREDIRENHIERMELEZBEE (2002 £)
Table2.6The residual of pendimethalin in potato and soil (2002year)

Jiti 25— X Applying one time

Wiz K4 Changchun BXFd Jinan
Lk e e FIERZS 3 e Hkk -
lg * hm*? | Potato Plants Soil Potato Plants Soil
(ai) B ) ] /d \ ‘ : ‘ \ ‘
Thedose | CTRIRE TRURE CFHRE TIRE THRE TRE
of apply- tg/mg +kg HE/mg +kg T /mg kg T E/mg kg T E/mg *kg T H/mg kg *
Ing Residual  Residual ~ Residual  Residual  Residual  Residual
level level level level level level

12375 115 (K2 0.001 0.003 0.37 0.005 0.003 0.23

60 C1li%0)

2475.0 0.002 0.058 0.15 <0.001 0.006 0.83
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F27 —_HXREDHRERTETHRAZEENESR (20035F)
Table2.7 The residual of pendimethalin in potato and soil (2003year)
25— X Applying one time

Wi 24 K4 Changchun Grrd Jinan

LTSI C S U R
lg - hm - Potato Plants Soil Potato Plants Soil

@i)  BEfTE)/d \ \ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
Thedose - CTHIRE CTHIRE CTIIRE OTHRE CPORE TR
of apply- HH/mg + kgt 5/mg « kg ™ §i/mg « kg T #E/mg « kg 5/mg « kg "t E/mg * kg *

Ing Residual Residual Residual Residual Residual Residual
level level level level level level

1237.5 90 (K-75) <<0.001 <<0.001 0.15 <0.001 <0.001 0.25

24750 ™ CHAD 0006 <0001 046 <0001 <000l  0.40

2.3 NG5

REEFES T HRR A DR R 3 S M (i (GC-ECD) 40 # 71k,
3 (R RS 850 P AR 45 AR 24 B RSN 1) K o V4 P ML P o &5 SR e ], 33 %
HIR R L% (2475.0 g « hm 2, 80K, 638 BTy 0 FEC, = Cot 5
f it . R AE T R Ty 1.6 d~3.4 d, JE T 5 B A 2555, 18 A SR 111
R H% B 9<0.001 ~ 0.058 mg « kg ™5 7E DA 2L F (S el & D 4<0.001 ~
0.006 mg « kg ', B FE KT HELEIMRL.

TR R G BRI R, (B [ B A L B2 CACH (B R AR 2 K Bk
B EARUE (35 —35)) R E - HR R IADUEMMRLIEP®. fEInternet [ %] —
IR R AE 44 % FIMRLAE 3E EEPAMLE 0.1 mg » kg . HA40.2 mg » kg ™. 5 [H
0.2 mg « kg . SHOXEEHE, AINB83% - H R R LR TR E Ak S i 2
ARG T1237.5 g » hm 2 CHRURS), MEZ51K, MZEBERBaRA > 130 do Akwk
B PR T E H0.1 mg « kg .
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F=E SEREAZNEDRE. TIRP R RZBEHNSHAR

A S R (GC-MS) EZ % (GC-MS-MS) JFif I AR H i C4 & AR5
I E B, k- Bl BoR B R #E T ik s mne s, XORIE T ik
R R RE T o XIS F TRA W oR a7 (e YRS T s ] LLAIWHL S 1 43
TEik s P LAAERG BN E R EN AL AR 207 B s R LME IE Gl 0 i i EE R R s wT
DA E 073 0 B R R 7 B TP IR (i 0 5%, I H 28 32 B AL . GC-MSXH A 24 (1) 45
FISEE L TR T TG G AT AU BRI SR B BEAL IS 7 1Tk A B I E
YEﬁH [57~60]o

THRCRAE R B AR R e R R ), A B 20 M D7 ) H ik SR
(R S AR 1% - TR SR A I 85 GC-ECDYZ:, 1 K H GC-MSHEAT ] Bl s R AR A 1IE 77
T (RIS IE R AR . [ AME 22 5% B 40 M7 5 3 K 22 R GC-MS SRt s o470 e
HipE R 7 HIGC-ECDYA B U 47, & muERf, CUF & —Fhas i FH a0 7 i,
AR AR T A, T34 5 AR DA A [R]— AR AT LA AR [R) £ B N 18] R B I
Az, RN Y AN W il B 5 3 A iR T o T OE S G AE S, U REE BN
LR AT, FHRESNGE, MRT— ST S5 A ORI 4L, G2 L EEnA
A TCIES B T3 R, T GC-MS R HEA T 5 R AR AL S A vk 1 — ) SR
AT

ACEE N AAR A5 - i R RS R I T 2 GC-MS-SIM SR AT T 8% R 1 45
FEh B RURR AR R SRS, RN AT AR JRO0E T A - B o A 4
PE [RCR MR 2 JEIREG . SEBRFES AT IE , WA T AR IS T, ST Ok B
U] 5 400 A0 A 3 3 N 177 75 JE 3 P S BT
31 MR 57T%

3.1.1 {XFE5RF
3.1.1.1 138

H A A \] GC-17A-QP5000 “UAH (4 1% - i B FH AN s it ZH AR L [ml g xCde
Yl SHZ-3 R /KZ -l B9 2FA-TIAY LA gk ik i (i)
3.1.1.2 i®F

A5 — 2 2.1.3.1.1.
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3.1.2 KEAR
3.1.2.1 SEAIESTEMH

i I&W Scientific DB-1 #1441 9 B 41454 30 mx0.25 mm(1.D.)x0.25 pum;

FEAGIR S : 80 °'C ZMNy 260 °C (15 min); HEREIIEE: 280 °C; 5 R /% : 280 C;

B iR 50 mL e min™s R R TR SRR 2 ming ERE R

1 uL;

R R A B IS ] 24 8.75 min (2002 4F); 9.68 min (2003 4F ).
3122 ikt

B YR El 4 (scan) Fi B [ : 40~350amu; F3AIRE (s): 0.50; H{i: 1000;
BHRIDIEINTE] (min): 5.00. SEW4#TE7R: Spectrum; FElgs & (KP): 150, %
FEETHA (SIMD IS RLZ R R AR B 1 e 2 252 4 HARIRI & ;. GC-MS &
T (PFTBAY BRI, R 7 #3418 B i A4 UL AT .
3.1.3 fERE Tk

75 Scan AT, BB FURLE ERE—41 53 AR R B I RN — B 3G R bR it —
B, T HT AR W R R B AR TC AR AT Scan ], TR B E Y
(R 4 B I KRR S v, B SIS, H VR B Bk 21 MRL AR 7K
3.14 EMSh

EARHERRN 720 (Scan) T, SR W RAFHERES (2 pg/mL) ik (AL
K 1.2) BT tEadT, HU . st CHI: frairdln, miss Bl
BHXBE FRENGERSACERLR), JEfe ZF R R I,
315 EES

K AMRE GEBE R T I BT B 00T s v 7 Ur, BLo.01
pugemL™?, 0.05ugemL™, 0lpugemL™, 02pugemL™, 04pgemL™?, 05ugemL™
TR RARHE R AR AE I 2 . DLIE R B IR R YRIERE X (ng) 1B (LT 3.1,
B EH LRI JTRLY = 67849X - 877.45, r=0.9997. LAILIE B EX DAL RARA
g b — IR AT E
3.1.6 HmATAbE

[ 2% — % 2.1.3.6.

32 #R 5
3.2.1 BIEXHR)IEEF
S T S T SR R b R R AT T, SRR A R T 5K,
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MNITHEIN T T3 95 R o
35000

30000

o}
;25000
1 20000
/

& 15000
idi}
o

10000
5000

0

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
mIng

& 3.1 —HKRiRAER L
Fig.3.1 Standard curve of pendimethalin

3.2.2 SEBIE-FULFHRERE

JEI R ARE (2 pug » mL™) JH 4414 )7 RGC-MS-SCANF H i 85 1
Wi (TIC) (K&13.2, 3.3), SRJaARYE I Kb e & 700 m e B = FE MR B s . 201
A BCORBIRE &1, Bllmiz2h 252 58148 4 0@ A UE R Ak H A e 1,
FFEERIRE iR HEAT GC-MS-SIMIll i ik FE1R . 45K W], mlzy 252 W 1 rI A —H
R E B S A AR UE AR AL H bs 00 (18] 3.4~ 3.22) MG, mIARE HobrdE
PIANAE DA it B SIMUEL 57U B P e st 1, SR AR E s AUERY, AR A DA,
A R P S AR SRR A 82 A D AR AR o PRk F A SR 2500 2 R e
L ERRYELE, T, GORVEHE, FEILPELF, ERUER, BhEs RS,

TIiC

82749561
,

N
N

[ T |

7 B g 10 11 12 13 14
E 32 —HERFEARESEFRE (2002 £)
Fig.3.2 Total ion current chromatogram(TIC) of pendimethalin standards (2002year)

-31-



AR XFmEiEC ZWRRAELRE 0 L LR E RRIREAR

L 1EZTBAGE

Mwﬂm

B 10 12 24 16 18

[ 3.3 —HERIMERRSETFIRE (2003 )
Fig.3.3Total ion current chromatogram(TIC) of pendimethalin standards (2003year)

() Name : POMA

L e || Tl
o P N Type ¢ Target
Disp.| M/Z Area N;ﬁe :P')Mlgl
Target |ON_|252.10 7850}
| [Ind.1__[OFF of Tine 1 8700
: | |Ind.2 OFF 0 ez 1 106
22100 1.0
1 Ind.3 | OFF 0 Conc. 0. 106mg/ g
Ind.4 OFF 0
(1] &3
|

RetTime(min)  8.828
Intensity 394
Slope[*1000/min) 0

I" Integration Time Program 25210

E 3.4 Z—HKRIFHERK SIM L5l E

Fig.3.4 Monitoring charts of pendimethalin standard solution under SIM mode

- CORETL,
16 18

a' 10 1z 14

E 35 EnEaEma s FRE Gim)
Fig3.5 plants CK under Scan mode (Jinan)
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TEC 11E&LE00

g 10 L2 14 1§ 14
E 3.6 EMZEMHmEBEFRE (K&
Fig3.6 plants CK under Scan mode (Changchun)

TIC 1070106

o w jJL _ _ o
8 10 1z 14 16 1§
& 3.7 REZAHEREEFRE GFED

Fig3.7 potato CK under Scan mode (Jinan)
TIC B335600¢

_1*h4hJLh~h S

ia 12 14 16 ig
E 38 REFTAMMEBETFRE (K&
Fig3.8 potato CK under Scan mode (Changchun)
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125314572

T T
=] 13 1z 14 168 1E

39 tETHMHMmEBETRE GFE)
Fig3.9 soil CK under Scan mode (Jinan)

1991457

o o . N S ———

10 12 14 1& 1k
310 TEFAMMEBBTFRE (K&
Fig3.10 soil CK under Scan mode (Changchun)

TIe EEEEENE

B 10 12 14 16 1&

311 HMHEREEFRE GFE)

Fig3.11 plants sample under Scan mode (Jinan)

312 EHHEREBETRE (KB

Fig3.12 plants sample under Scan mode (Changchun)
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TIC BI0L1LdE]

._L_FJ;H—AL/ ll-l\..
B 10 12 14 16 18
313 EHREBEFRE GFE)

Fig3.13 potato sample under Scan mode (Jinan)

TIC 197297380
B 10 12 14 1@ 18
34 MEMREBFRE (KB
Fig3.14 potato sample under Scan mode (Changchun)
TIC ]

17ERE06Y

"

B ' 10 12 14 16 18

315 tIEMREBFRE GFE)
Fig3.15 Soil sample under Scan mode (Jinan)
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TIC 1423155945

T
2 14 12 14 16 ]

3.16 TEMREBTFRE (K&H)
Fig3.16 Soil sample under Scan mode (Changchun)

10 n A
/1 MML-G 26124

252.10
10 21 Wz r a5 o e 1 WiE 252,10 6> P M/z 1 252.10
Type : Target Type  : Target Type : Target
Name : FOMR Mame . PDMA Name PDMA
e1n Time  : 8.661
Area ¢ 127 Area  : 32925
Conc. : 0.000mg/kg Conc. : 0.080mg/kg
.
18419 W i _—
252.10
252.10
1D Pl M/ : 252.10 10 ! M/Z : 252,10
%SPe Tixgec e 2820 Type i Target Type : Target
: Nam : PO :
Name . PDMA ame MR Name  : PDMA
Time  : 8.683 Time  : 8.883 Time : 8.673
Area : 24736 Area 1 4135 Area : 5022
Conc. : 0.055mg/kg Conc. : 0.011lmg/kg conc. : 0.01lmg/kg
t/ min

(@ =H (KF#) Tuber CK (Changchun); (b) 211 (FFFd) Tuber CK (Jinan); (c) Wshn (K&
Fortified0.1mg + kg™ tuber (Changchun); (d) ¥%1 (R Fortified0.1mg * kg™ tuber (Jinan); (e) k¢
A (KF) Tuber sample (Changchun); (f) F£A% (J%Eg)  Tuber sample (Jinan)

317 ZHREAREDHREHRZHH SIM FIEE(El) (2002 F)

Fig.3.17 El mass spectra of pendimethalin in potato tuber under SIM mode (2002year)
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X151 30 G 8292
252,25

252.25
f 9.5 9.5
. o i iaen s I - W a5y an D f le mM/Z 125225
Pos TRl Type : Target Type ¢otarget
Type H Eafgft Neme Lok oAk Name Lok oW w
Name :
Tire R ) Time v 9.690 Time t 9.697
Area : 0 Area : 106 Area : 89887
Conc. : 0.00Q(N.D.J Conc. @ 0.00lmg/kg Cone. @ 0.09Zmg/kg

@ (b) (©

252.25

294
- WW o

252.25

\

9.5 9.5 9.5

D : 1 M/E :252.25 10 ol w/% :252.25 1D :o1 M/Z i 252.25
Type : Target Type 1 Target Type ¢ Targel

Name * % % ¥ame T Name A

Time : 9.8682 Time : ? ;izz‘ 0 ?

Area : 7623 Erea ] - :

Come. : 0.07lmg/kg Comc. : 0.000(N.D.) Corc. + 0.C00(N.D.}

(d) (e) ()

(@ A (KF) Tuber CK (Changchun); (b) 11 (¥%F§) Tuber CK (Jinan); () il (K4
Fortified0.1mg * kg™ tuber (Changchun); (d) % (F#5) Fortified0.1mg « kg™ tuber (Jinan); (e) #f
A (KA Tuber sample (Changchun); (f) FE4X (FFRg)  Tuber sample (Jinan)

318 ZHXRESREHRZEDH SIM FRiLE(El) (2003 &)

Fig.3.18 El mass spectra of pendimethalin in potato tuber under SIM mode (2003year)
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—
o 10
e
|
iD 1 M/Z : 252.10
Type : Target
Name : PDMA
Time 1 8.723
Area 1 2495
Conc. : 0.006mg/kg
(a)
2447
2%2.10
0 1 M/Z ;252,10
Type i Target
Name : PDMA
Time 1 8.717
Area  : 371p1
Conc.  : 0.090mg/ky

(d)

—252.10

D i1 M/Zz : 252.10
Type : Target

Name : PDMA

Time : 8.694

Area : 891

Conc. : 0.002mg/kg

(b)

27137

252.10
1D HE M/Z 1 252.10
Type : Target
Name : PDMA

Time 1 8.696
Area : 37200
Conc. : 0.090mg/kg

O

t/ min

20935

252.10
1D i M/Z : 252.10
Type : Target
Name ¢ PDMA
Time 1 B.694
Area 1 30496
Cone. : 0.074mg/kg
(©
14062,
282.10
ID 1 M/Z @ 252,10
Type : Target
Name : PDMA
Time : 8.700
Area : 16653
Conc, : 0.040mg/kg

(f)

(@ =¥ (K#) Plant CK (Changchun); (b) 511 (FF) Plant CK (Jinan); (c) #sin (KD
Fortified0.1mg * kg™ plant (Changchun); (d) #$in (% F5) Fortified0.1mg « kg™ plant (Jinan); (e) #f
A (K#) Plantsample (Changchun); (f) ££4 (¥F) Plant sample (Jinan)

319 ZHEAREDHREEMKFPH SIM BIEE(El) (2002 F)
Fig.3.19 El mass spectra of pendimethalin in potato plant under SIM mode (2002year)
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7048
27¢1 2 25,258
o \\\J~,/“\\\\A\IJr,a/\~/\\d/\~/f\/N\\j7h
252.25
3.5 9.2 9.5
D -1 M/Z : 252,25 is} F MfZ 252,25

il o1 M/Z :252.25 Type : Taryet Type 1 Target

Type ¢ Target Name P Nare Pk ox

Name R

o . R Time : 7 Time 1 9.6390

Line . ’ Ares : 0 Area : gl4d

Area 1 0 o : 0.0001(K.5.) Comc. : 0.133mg/kg

Conc. @ 0.00C(N.D.) conc. s M e R 2

(a) (b) (©)
7751 3625
EEEL 252.25
252,25
252.25
9.5 3.5 5.5
: 1o o1 1 .2
o + M/7 :252.25 b 1 M/EZ :252.35 D : M/ 252,25
Type . Target Type : Target Type : Target
Name pov ok Name HERCR Name HE
Time : 9.682 Time : ? Time H 9.6%8
Area 1 7568 Ares - G Rrea N Y]
Conc.  : 0.G70mg/kg Coneo .  0.000(M.D.) Cona. : 0.0l8ng/kyg
(d) (e) ()
t/ min

(@ 7 (K#) Plant CK (Changchun); (b) ¥ (FFFg) Plant CK (Jinan); (c) #sn (K4
Fortified0.1mg * kg™ plant (Changchun); (d) #$ii (% F5) Fortified0.1mg « kg™ plant (Jinan); (e) #f
A (K#) Plantsample (Changchun); (f) ££4 (¥F) Plant sample (Jinan)

320 ZHEAREDHREEMKFPH SIM BEE(El) (2003 F)

Fig.3.20 El mass spectra of pendimethalin in potato plant under SIM mode (2003year)
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6¢

252.10

ID 1 M/Z : 252.10
Type : Target
Name : PDMA
Time : 8.675
Area : 1035
Conc. : 0.002mg/kg

(@)

28614
252.10

ID . M/Z : 252.10
Type : Target
Name : PDMA
Time : 8.682
Area 1 42226
Conc. : 0.0%4dmg/kg

(d)

TTRR2be. 10 37650
252.10
R 1 M/Z : 252.10 D 1 M/2Z : 252.10
Type : Target : Type : Target
Name : PDMA Name : PDMA
Time : 8.680 Time : B.866
Area 1882 Area : 50706
Conc.. : 0.002mg/kg Cong 2 0.113my/ky
(b) (c)
79343 38538
— 252,10
252.10
ID 1 M/Z : 252.10 n ) Wz s 252.10
Type : Target Type : Target 4 '
Name : PCOMA Name . PDMA
Time : B.68B6 Time : 8.712
Lrea ;139223 Area @ 63908
Conc. : 0.308mg/kg Cone. ¢ 0.14Zmg/kg
(e) ()
t/ min

(@ 1 (K#)  Soil CK (Changchun); (b) ¥ (3D Soil CK (Jinan); (c) @ (K&
Fortified0.1mg + kg™ soil (Changchun); (d) ¥l (3 F5) Fortified0.1mg « kg™ soil (Jinan); (e) FEA
(K#) Soil sample (Changchun); (f) ££AC (¥Fd)  Soil sample (Jinan)
3.21 ZHXRELTIEHH SIM BIZE(E) (2002 %)
Fig.3.21 El mass spectra of pendimethalin in the soil under SIM mode (2002year)
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73
3519 4027
252.25

\A\/\/h/\,\/‘\/\,%g.zs

252.25

9.5 9.5 9.5

1D C1 M7 : 25725 D 2 1 M/Boizsa.2s o :o1 M/E : 252.25

Type : Target Type : Targr‘n Type : Target

Name ook Name pov o Name ok ok F

Time T 9667 Time : 9,687 Time : 9.797

Area : 0 Area : 3106 Nrea : 8633 \

Conc. : 0.013rg/kg Concg. : 0.034mg/ kg Cenc. @ 0.:40mg/kg

(a) (b) (c)
9774 16722 253010
252.25
252.25
252.25
9.5 9.5 9.5
5 io ¢l M/Z 125225 b i1 M/F 252,25
D ¢ 1 M/Z :252.25 Type : Target Type : Target
Type ¢ Target Name HEE Kame HE
Name FER
Time : 9.686 Time : 9.710 Time : 9.638
Area . 12775 Arca i 255356 Area : 45878
Cone. : 0.142mg/kg Conc. @ 0.284mg/kg Conc. @ J.436mg/kg
(d) () )
t/ min

(@ A (K#)  Soil CK (Changchun); (b) 1 (3D Soil CK (Jinan); (c) #n (K&
Fortified0.1mg + kg™ soil (Changchun); (d) % (3% F9) Fortified0.1mg « kg™'soil (Jinan); (e) FEA
(K#) Soil sample (Changchun); (f) #£AC (¥Fd)  Soil sample (Jinan)

3.22 ZHXRELTIEHH SIM FIZE(EI) (2003 %)

Fig.3.22 El mass spectra of pendimethalin in the soil under SIM mode (2003year)

323 FALBWESRHEE

s 0] HEDX B B SRR | RERR AN L 338 S AT AN I R R Ee:  J8 ko) %
IARRE IR BOR, BEATGC-MSTISE o & AEBRIS Ik FE T84 2 Eh 2 | RIPRA 35341 0.01
mg « kg . 0.1mg « kg A1 1 mg « kg T3 NIRRT, THEREER, SILE 3.1, 3.2,
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FALPE 3 IRFESL, R IIRCRBUA N 3 UCTAT RIS RV 2ME . ATTIEN W R I
B RN 1x10 Mg, BRI E N 0.001 mg - kg .
FR31 “HXREDSHRERE, EXRAMTEFIRMERERIRIEER (20024F)
Table 3.1 The recovery of pendimethalin from potato tuber, plants and soil (2002)

\ IR [EEvESI o o
- s =
B Ak DIUERO g Recovery AR
. Fortification L 1%
Matrix Sample amount Fortification o e
level [ II I X
o B 2 1 0.01 83 82 78 81.0 3.27
K =
o 100 10 0.1 108 74 79 87.0 21.1
Potato tuber
100 1 84 80 79 81.0 3.27
A B 1 0.01 83 106 108 99.0 14.0
e 100 10 0.1 89 92 106 95.7 9.48
Potato plants
100 1 100 80 90 90.0 111
o 0.5 0.01 81 101 90 90.7 11.0
+ 4%
Soil 50 5) 0.1 94 88 112 98.0 12.7
50 1 81 100 87 89.3 10.9

R332 —HXREDSHRERE., EXRAMTEFIRMENERIRIEER (2003F)
Table 3.2 The recovery of pendimethalin from potato tuber, plants and soil (2003)

\ AN 7K (R /9% s
NN TR 7=
Bei AR TOUERG g g Recovery R 2
. Fortification L 1%
Matrix Sample ¢ Fortification o e
amoun level I II il X
O B 2k 1 0.01 66 85 79 76.7 12.7
i =
N 100 10 0.1 92 119 82 97.7 19.5
Potato tuber
100 1 84 80 79 81.0 3.25
o 8 R 1 0.01 12 74 70 72.0 2.8
e 100 10 0.1 85 90 95 90.0 5.6
Potato plants
100 1 92 95 94 93.7 1.6
N 0.5 0.01 83 106 108 99 13.9
1%
Soil 50 5 0.1 108 114 106 109.3 3.8
50 1 89 83 79 83.7 6.0
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324 “HXRAELDREERMIIERRIXE NS
PP R A A BRI - b AN ) ] SUT 10 B P R ML 3.3~3. 4 AR T £ DL I

3.23H13.24.

#*33 “HIKREDREERR TIEPRIFEMENS (20024)
Table3.3 The residual dynamics of pendimethalin in potato plants and soil(2002year)

Mz £ # Changchun ¥ B Jinan
?‘U?% FEFE Plants 14 Soil FEFE Plants 14 Soil
| \
o U ‘ \ \ ‘
/g « hm A SREIL SR S S O S CRAT R S S )5
. A b
(ai) 'TV/J mE o e WME e MR e MR f%
H-y [E]/d
The dose i Img + kg? Rateof /mg-+kg® Rateof /mg-kg? Rateof /mg-kg’ Rateof
Interval . . . .
of apply- Residual degrada- Residual degrada- Residual degrada- Residual degrada-
ing level tion level tion level tion level tion
1/24 — — 8.42 — — — 1.75 —
1 — — 4.04 52 — — 2.20 -25.8
3 — — 1.98 76 — — 1.59 9
7 — — 1.76 79 — — 1.28 27
14 0.009 — 1.25 85 0.004 — 1.36 22
15 0.001 86 — — 0.002 40 — —
17 0.012 87 — — 0.002 40 — —
2475
21 0.002 78 0.97 88 0.002 55 0.46 74
28 <0.001 90 — — 0.001 70 — —
30 — — 0.83 90 — — 0.57 68
35 0.002 77 — — <0.001 89 — —
45  <0.001 90 1.02 88 <0.001 89 0.80 54
60 <0.001 90 0.74 91 <0.001 89 0.71 59
115 <0.001 90 0.21 98 — — — —
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#34 “HIKREDREERR TIEPRIPEMENS (20034)
Table3.4 The residual dynamics of pendimethalin in potato plants and soil(2003year)

Mz £ % Changchun 55 B4 Jinan
e ‘ FikK Plants +3E Soil HiFK Plants +3E Soil
emmt N e peges TR s vagm BRE TR KRR
@) "B g e ER 4 mE om BmE
The dose " 1/d Img - kg Rateof /M3 kg" Rateof /mg-kg® Rateof /mg-kg® Rateof
of apply- Interval Residual degrada- Residual gegrada- Residual degrada- Residual degrada-
ing level tion level tion level tion level tion
1/24 — — 2.89 — — — 6.35 —
6/24 — — 2.0 31 — — 4.86 23
1 — — 1.99 31 — — 4.06 36
3 — — 1.66 43 — — 3.82 40
7 — — 1.04 64 — — 2.40 62
14 — — 1.76 39 — — 2.44 61
21 0.025 — 1.61 44 0.035 — 2.42 62
22 0.018 28 — — 0.07 -50 — —
2475.0
23 0.024 4 — — 0.04 -14 — —
24 <0.001 78 — — 0.022 37 — —
27 <0.001 78 — — 0.018 49 — —
30 — — 1.15 60 — — 2.18 66
45 — — 1.40 52 — — 1.23 81
60 — — 1.19 59 — — — —
75 — — — — <0.001 80 0.42 93
90 <0.001 82 0.45 84 — — — —
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0.07 r
0.06
—— 20024
0.05 %
—a— 20034
i *=
Z 0.
E
i
BE 0.
=
0.
0.
............... 1 s .
89 104
[E 3.23 —HKREDHREERTIFERRNZS L
Fig 3.23 Degradation curves of pendimethalin in potato plants
|
8 -
. —a— 20021F KA
j —*%— 20034 KA
6 I —— 20024E55 g
2
D
E
i
2
ax

0O 10 20 3 40 50 60 70 8 90 100 110
t/d
Bl3.24 —HRXRETIEREENS L

Fig 3.24 Degradation curves of pendimethalin in soil

-45-



SRR KXFR LT ZWRRAELRE 0 L LR E RRIREAR

e g5 FAR M, W SRR AE R SRR AR B R, PRI IR . 20024F KR IRK
14 dif5% 450,009 mg - kg, BEREIRLR 14 dif)0.004 mg - kg, (AR Bl #R
B TR AR R B LL R o 20034E KRR K 521 di19 %% B F240.025 mg < kg
PR 121 dif40.035 mg - kg s

TR RAE P AR YO 20024F 4 K #8.42 mg « kg . BFRIL.75mg - kg o
20034F K- 25 Jr iR - 42.89 mg « kg ™, 90 df%f# % 484 %; 1114 46.35mg « kg *, 75
dFFAR 2093 %o — FT R A1 T 458 v (¥ Ak e B A it 24 I 1) R e K M B I it 24 5 1)
Vi) o P P R R AR B R AT S T REC, = Co ¢ ) HIER3. 3~ 3 AMNRIH G TH A5 H
IR RAE S I BRSNS T RS, S GC-ECDT kg REbE: (WE35), H4iREkmE
GC-ECD 5 543 I B R B A T R B s e A B3

%%3.5 GC-ECDHIGC-MS & 25 HL 11 Lh ¢
Table3.5 The compare of results by GC-ECD and GC-MS

WiH K4 (Changchun) ZFEg (Jinan)

Items 2002 (year) 2003 (year) 2002 (year) 2003 (year)

Sy
MERITEE GeECD  Gma2520°%  ¢=172270%7 €= 154777 ¢=3.2707"7
Degradation

equations GC-MS  Cr=5.389 % (r=22825¢%" (,=2.032t°%° (,=56519 "%

GC-ECD 1.6 3.0 3.4 1.8

T 12 (d)
GC-MS 1.2 3.4 3.3 1.7

325 “THXRESREVRAINZES

2003 “FAE B8 ] £ I — I R ik B fE 45 AL ] GC-ECD 45—, WyHhAI
2 NI AD B Rk B R AR T VR IR SR A H R
326 —HXRESRENTIEFHRAKRES

2002~2003 4 Fl [} R 71 E5 B8 RN T b B AR B R 45 R LR 3.6~3.7. MIREG 3L
AT LLE Y, GC-MS BEHECAR BT A M H KT GC-ECD B A il f3 i4idis . HJ8
WX T I 0 2 1, S A 1 — R R ik B ARG
327 ZHER SRR B 2T AR E =

SIRMU A BT ARTEAR 295 B 0 b B HER 5835 . H AT FH DO 48 (o
TR EL 8 NCD, 7 VL AR I B — e 25 S Bk i T DL A0M (s e 6 vk
RO S ANGE S, [ IR FLAT B e B APT T I BE o SUTIBRHLAR 25 5% BE 20 M A e
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F36 —_RAIKRESREMLTIEPHRLZESE (2002 5
Table3.6 The residual of pendimethalin in potato and soil (2002year)
25— X Applying one time

i%g K4 Changchun GFEd Jinan
SOl e RE R LR B Mk I
g®hm Potato Plants Soil Potato Plants Soil

@L) KRV e mr SprmhE PRIRE CTHRE THRE TR

The dose Interval
of apply- #a/mg « kg T H/mg « kg P F/mg « kg " H/mg « kg * F/mg « kg T FE/mg « kg *
ing Residual Residual Residual Residual Residual Residual
level level level level level level

1237.5 115 (K-25) 0.005 <<0.001 0.32 <<0.001 <<0.001 0.26

24750 80 CIHRD 901 <0001 021 <0001 <0001 071

R37T —_HXREDHRERTETHRAZXEENESR (20035F)
Table3.7 The residual of pendimethalin in potato and soil (2003year)
Jiti 25— X Applying one time

ity K4 Changchun U5 Jinan
| i o S .
MaE e BeE BUE B mE pik o L8
Ig - hm = AT Potato Plants Soil Potato Plants Soil
@i)  BEmIAE]/d " " - - - -
Thedose | I IR CFIVRE CPIRRE CPIERE CFIRRE PR
nterva
of apply- HH/mg + kg *5/mg « kg ' H/mg * kg T E/mg « kg P 5/mg « kg ' E/mg * kg *
ing Residual Residual Residual Residual Residual Residual
level level level level level level

1237.5 90 (K:-#) <0.001 <0.001 0.12 <<0.001 <<0.001 0.20

24750 ™ (IHED 0003 <0001 045 <000l <0001 042

J7 T EAT BB 2 AL, e NI AR R RURF DI AT Or B I R) CE e ) — S 2tk L,
1 P e 8 1 R GHERR T3P0 B30 g 5 Tl AN AR € 005 A e T AR R K
/0Ny TR B T Wi ) R I, P S M AR T RATR]IN S8 B e IXRINEARBUAES K
FEAR 5 B I A D5 T AR S A A, AT DA i A CRHED
TR O R AR DL WL 1.3 SEFEIEIE m/z 252 VF Bk B E AT AL bR
BT IR AR, M0 ORAIE 17 5 2 AR AR A P 58 o S AST IR it PR vt S8 v A
IR A B, AR AR R PP IR R 2 T I IR SR iy, & S 80
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BB GTREARAS o A0 SRS IN (DL AR i ST AR fth e 5 e B Ol JUSE AT A, (HAHR
WFT.

TIAh, AEAEhR IS AR b, G H 0> TR I AIRL I, AT VAR e Emz 281
3118 VA g BEAR SN 2 1 1) 2 e DR AR PR (11,6 %) B, AR A L R EAR
ik A e E AR IR
3.3 I

RFGALT D RR AL B EIEE L R S R BRI AT, T
G T AT, T HE R B I R) 5 U A B B it 5 R R R T . T g
VEfRT o, HERMBEFURS % v, PO RZTREA AT K . Al e J7 ik ke 25 R4 F
KIEIER], GC-ECDVEMNIGC-MS-SIMEIE 45 R0 & P72 5. il 45 Rk W,
FI33 % — F R R AL % (2475.0 /g « hm 2, HEU%5), 76 HIE R4 7
Ct=Cop " BN S, ZHURR KRNI N1.2~3.4 d. 788 S H 2K A5k
B IMRLAL — M2
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FNE —HXRETEPRHEIETRR

ARLAE LI AT R RE T 73 W Bl CRATDE. KR Tl R 5D
R . RAFAN LI, BIG5 LA AEWNE  ARZ57E L5 BRI BE I K
N RERZEDETE S R ERRS s AT BRI R . AR 25 g sm 2 R e,
S S A SRR AR S o — BRI, AR RE I 1 NS R B I R
RO, AR TR s, LA RIS, AR 25k A1 Y555 A2 VP AR 252 5 0 T
IR Gy — AN TR0 S - AR 24 AR B T 4 ot A R W B R AL
RIS R o H - TEHU P BAT R AR e, e 7K o3 1 2 Te) s AR A P A A AR 245 11
WS B i JL PPN A3, 1T - L MR A 24 1) 3 Bl 3 0504,

AR 24 1) - 3R B AR BOR AR 25 B AR 2 22 A PEVP O (K A, R T A 24 48
R R IR L. AR E A HEREE R R IRGL, S ORI 5 A BRI R kA

T, REAAE T 2002656 HUSRAE IR A b IR BT REA TS, LRI 4
SR W RCRAE 3 b iRz LhE) BT 1T, IRé2h)a ik . AR R
A s SR Y, i ELARSE R A, SRR AN Rl I LR AR i 3 B
WK R T AR B

AT R RAE G R A W EWRPEREAT TS, AT 2 4 B
EHRZ AT, ORAR IS, B iboxtsts RoKIMyo 4y, SO0 T SN e S viaf nl 5 (100 i 41

yul1227,31-34]
41 5 RHE

4.1.1 RFIFZS &

Ak (60~90 'C) By orHrall, HIRTE A R ARERE f: 99 % (1L A4
BRI 0 BR 2 w4
4.1.2 X L1E

AL, AHURSES.3%, pH6.73; A R

W, AHUREEL1.2 %, pH8.41; ¥ Eg bk D b fuk

IR HOK 3 XCT, 11333 um (40 H ) ARHET .
4.1.3 {EFigE

H A 533 GC-OAS MR Miif s TRk as (*Ni -ECD), CR-4A(H ¥
AOFEAS; MK PR AsSHZ-88; B0l BERL AL K ds s HERERS: ZmRSF (250
mL).
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4.1.4 SHEIZIRESEHE
A2 — 2 2.1.3.2.
4.1.5 FREMZAYESL
[ 2% — % 2.1.3.4,

4.1.6 It

WFFEAR 2o AE -3 R W B 7 V2 VAR A AR . AR AR AR P st S Ak 25 e
N SR T (VR BRI s AL b T AR AR 24 N 338 5 R TR, T AR K I 22
I ARG R P

FHZKBCHIAE N 100 mg « L “HOARUEI, KF PR O BRI, B R B
25mg+ L™ 50mgeL™? 70mg-+L™ 10mg-L™,

FK10.0 g 4% T+ 100 mLEZE=AAHT, Z0mliA 50 mL FI& 9K S PRAER R . 5
MFEIEE, A, JAE 25 CHEE/KIRG A b, I 24 h. ke, ¥ HIEEF R 2
B R LL 6000 r emin TG0y 10min, W 10 mLF 4o SE ik % 50 mL,
AR E, 2 2% 50mL, AR (i g .

4.1.7 FIEAIE
A 20 - SR B AT ) Freundlich 77 FER A R ),

C=Ks Cel/n (4 1)
Cy=xIm 4.2)
% logC=logK+1/n log C, 4.3)

X C— PRI (ug » mLY);
Co— “PHTHIB P AR 2GS (ug * mL ™)
Ky— IR R 2
x — R T g b R 24 5 R () s
m — TIEE(Q).

W B R (Ru) VA X Ry=( Co - Ce) 1 Cox100 % (4.4)

XF: Ry — (%)

Co— VW AR i) WAV I (mg + kg )
42 BER5HE

421 HIEXF R R BYIRMHE
2 FhAS[AI T 1243 I ] 4 FhAS IR — F R, 3 3y bk, AR R
BT G TR S AR AL, T B R (Cy):
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Cs=x/m=(Co-Cp)v/m (4.5)
RePf Ja HIEAORIRIE (x/m) B AR HRE (Co) AT kIR, 14
X SR R R A R L 4.0 T TR JE Ce B W AR B Cof MR ith 22 I K]
4.1,
F 4.1 HIEN LR AR M

Table 4.1 absorption in soil of pendimethalin

IR 1) b S 14 Wz B . .
+ 1 1 . T [ IR FHR R AL
. ECO ECe %—{E 1
R Imgkg ™  /mg +kg ™ i IX/M lng 9 K 1/ :

mg: mg n
Soil 99 979 Absorb AbSOTb  Apsorb co- Correlation
Initial Balance Absorb amount
type rate efficient coefficient
density density density
Hifh) 2.5 0.20 920 115 57.5
oA 5.0 0.35 93.0 23.2 116.25
67.16 1.07 0.9971
Black 7.5 0.55 92.6 34.8 173.75
soil 10 0.72 92.8 46.4 232
fib g 2.5 0.31 87.6 11.0 54.75
+ 5.0 0.59 88.2 22.0 110.25
41.16 1.15 0.9939
Sandy 7.5 0.88 88.3 33.1 165.5
loam 10 1.0 90.0 45.0 225

M2 4.1 W A R XIM ST ATIR S Ce SRBUFIOARICNE, » (HI7E
0.99 UL E. Uil RR KW INEESE 245 Freundilich JRe, %77 FERERS BT I R
e — R NG R A A g b TR B AR o e B S D R R R MR B R R T KT
IEE
4.2.2 AR 1ET =B X R 849 K

S AR 24 (RO B S R R L AR LT % pH (S B T 5
AT F R R ERE, 2o 5 A IS BN S K. A L —
FF I R PRI B B8 T 4.2

LA 2V IR L AT BB S RO B, L) — R R O B R D L R R
B A PSS 8] R AT (F4.2). Rk, BT DURSE L3 LS =1
ARG, SRR L A% 24 B e g (R INOSY . AL A v T B B B, bR T A B
(L e TR0, 37 LA B s P I R (R B K T4 1
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50 r
45 r
40
35
“.'m 30 F
=
g 25 F
S 20
15 F
10 F
5 -
0 1'IIIO'IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
0.01 0.11 0.21 0.31 0.41 0.51 0.61 0.71 0.81 0.91
Ce I mg * kg
B4l _HXREEGEL. WiET FHRMERZ
Fig. 4.1 Adsorption isotherms of pendimethalin in soil
A2 AN[A) IR HY R KRB (K d)
Table 4.2 absorption coefficient in different soil of pendimethalin
et E3it) AL Y% Wl B K d
Soil type Organic Absorb coefficient
Fg L
3.3 67.16
Black soil
Wi+
1.2 41.16
Sandy loam
80
20 y = 1.9452x + 4.9841
[ R® = 0.9205
60 |
50 |
K, 40 F
30 F
20
10
O:IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 35
AN /%

E4.2 BMEHS TIRBHROXE
Fig. 4.2 The relation between absorb coefficient and organic of
pendimethalin in soil
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4.2.3 ¥ X R RHTATE BT
-SRI ) B T REAR AL, I B L SR BRI 0 S R ARPER Y B ARtk
(R3O0, AT LA S B L . 24 el AEAE AE /N 1710 keal = mol i, Sy 5B B
[ AR
T B AR ) B e, AT U R A A S
AG = -RTInKom
X, AG — W A B8k, keal « mol ™
R — %, R=1.986kcal » mol *;
Kom — AT A BT R B
O R R R B A AR T R4, ATLLE Y, T HROR I B RN T
10 kcal » mol ™, J& T HIHEI B .
A3 IR TSR B RE AR
Table 4.3 The change of free energy of pendimethalin

AL
N . . 1 g P44 F P g
+ 3% MR B s ik WK B 2R HK
Free energy Averge free energy
Soil type Absorb coefficient  Absorb coeffient of
AG (keal *mol ™) (kcal » mol ™)
unit organic
Ff Rt
67.16 2035.2 - 4.539
Black soil
N -4.697
WHEE:
41.16 3466.7 - 4.856
Sandy loam

DA b 2 A B L3t R 2 Bt e D (R, E B I i AR T SR 25 AR 5 1)
JRAT K, AT 5 M ST A 2 () 2 DA 2 1200071 Ay L i v
W PR R D5, FR T B SR A L s TR, B DA SR R B R K T
Bt B KAUERRUAPUE AT Kows BT HLTTE 5T B W B R Kow K
/NI SRS WL A 8 At R 3 6T AR 24T B RS R 00, 0 AR 2 R g KR P L 38 pH
i ECES A, JM LB ALK 27kl — W 3 8 T4 5 e W B Ak 25 ELo
P B o

P Weber™1, Zhengii B, IR RARMEB MR . I RR (A 5 45K
KR LIEBRPAMEE (NO Fl—Aa3E (-NHD, Hfidt FiRESA & LR
AR b RO ) A AR, P AR AR I SBR[ 5 5 B
A2l B RS E MILPIR R . MIE R T HARR A R S Re U, Al = R AR +
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18 R ZUHIR Y, FLARMRAR R . 128 Cooper Wi i nlHs — Y % R VA ARk v
A, FouH R KYS Qe S AR, (R A e T A 5

4.3 I©NE5

TR R B L, IR vm) BT ARAIRE (C) BR
GFINEAMEICR, U R R IR B R A5 45 Freundlich 7y RE . Wit 1oy DA% —
SRR B B i Rt > IR, LIRS e, A ] P G ) A L B i R i
AR - SRV~ R Ce 5 WG TR IEE CotEWR ST I £, ] DASK H 45 5 1) E 38 b 1 — TR
VR JSERTAE LA J5E 1R TR B
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% #

KHIGC-ECD ikl T — W R R AE AR 2R -3 rh (ki 5, by Ao 7 78 5 4%
ORI B B B W T VR AR R RRS B FE AT A AR R B e AT K. 2 4F 2 Hh
AR LS LW, H 33 % HRRILMBI % (2475.0g-hm 2, F780855), A3 (k
T T FEC=Cot * T N3G R RAE TP Tl 1.6 d~3.4d, J&T 5 #i#
AP 78Ty R P R B Rk B 8l <0.001~0.058 mg » kg s FE AR R ZE K
<0.001~0.006 mg = kg *, 15 MUK FHEFMIMRLAE . Kb, —H )RR T S48 Z MK
BN SN H R A LI s 4, RS BT 0L 2. eI (b
HINEE VPRI HE Y TR pkRdE, R E T 5 R R R 2

KH GC-MS #t—DHfulE T = H R AE B M T erh ik M ahas . He 5 XH
GC-ECD 73 Wi AT 45 RIEEARY) & o WP iR E 45 RIC 8% 2= 57, L&A
For HH AR B 58 A e A2 H i = FH NG R A0 B 4% 2 v ORI e 1) e Rk B PR 1 K

Tt & GC-ECD, b/ GC-MS HlllE J7vk, #Boh 4 f g v — F R R 15k
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T S IXEIE , 33 % H IR R LUl AR T AL ) T AL R 24 A B 112375
g+ hm 2 CHRURIY), 251K, MiZ5EE BRI FE A/ T30 do fe Kk B R e
0.1 mg « kg .
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