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# . %A Spherisoib Spu- CIS & EZE T UL KAAFGHYE ZHKRABEEFH ML T haS:R
BIRYOBREHE, BRAN - REKRAESFALE LR mEDkE S 5K 84% ~ 120% ,80% ~ 100% ; &
#RARESF N 0.12~0.22 mg/kg,0.21 ~0.62 mg/kg; F Z M (2,,) 5 #1H 0.7~6.3d,8.2~25.0do
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Residual Dynamics of Imidacloprid In Tomato and Soil

FAN Zhi-xian, XU Yun-cheng, CHU Li-wet, CHEN Dan, HOU Zhi-guang, SHANG Mei, WANG Yan-hong
( Center for Measurement and Test, Jilin Agricultural University , Changchun , Jilin 130118, China)

Abstract: Residual dynamics of imidacloprid in tomato and soil were determined with HPLC, using a
spherisorb 5p ~ C18 column and acetonirile and water(30:70) as mobile phase.A method for the pre-
treatment and analysis of samples was established. The results showed that recoveries of imidacloprd in
soil and in tomato varied from 80% to 120% ; half-life of imidacloprid was 8.2 ~ 21d.
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1.1 HEKRIET
2000—2001 ZE7E K F i 547 B 8] /D Kk 58,
FEABEE T, R4 DFEAHOH 25 1 IK.21K;

« BEWME . RAIBRLGRDBEED

BB WEKRQ957-), 5 B, 382 T RARE,

WoRs B3 - 2002-11-20

HEFEF & (90 g/hm’) (B (180 g/hm’ ) FIAHEZY
THMNEX, FAEIREE., XL ENES
2t TEAEVREEN3.2%.
1.2 S#RAE
1.2.1 XM E 20%FEELSHATER &
WRPRHEARE & (99.7% ) HTEEFF /R AR #RA4L; -
e AMmEk, RATERE; P20, il
K, IR ERAE

BB AR IE S ( Wasters 510) Be A 22 4031
2%, B 270 nm; R IR AR K 28 .
1.2.2 ZAErMEEFT GBI AFHFEN
Spherisorb 5p: ~ C18,30 m x 0.46 cm; R zh 484
Vem Ve = 30 : 70, E%ﬁ%&ﬂﬁ%, P/ iNBL
1.0 mL/min; R 0.08 AUFS; £HiR 30°C . HEE R
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1.3 HRBaE

1.3.1 #E FERHFSFFEMS LEFER

20 g(FEHE 0.02 g), BT 500 mL BE RS, H
100 mLEBEYR 1 h, A Celite545 fH3E , 5 FH50 mL
REED 3 I B, BB 2 500 mL 472
SR, A 100 mL 5% NaCl ZKISRIE S, B
BIA 100 mL & MEE IR5E , B ILS 2 TEKMEK
AFG— 4R A B A 50 mL 5% NaCl 245
B, FEAMEBRE, &I KER, KBRS
BIA 0.6 mL 6 mol/L HCL, #2%], HhnA 40 ,40 ,
20 mL_ 8B, 43 3 IR, B 3F —E il (R
EFA 100 mLKRE | K), —EBLEBHATK
RSN 7K , L U8 A 500 mL B, 75 HEFE Wi T 7
RiELWBERBET,
1.3.2 44 XF SPE H¥,i%EH Cc18 &, H
IomL FEEL BHIE FAKFEE, 4 H
10 mL Vim * Vemem (9-1:0.9)FE UM, 733 I
YEHEA LR RIRBRFE R, BA Vaun  Vewes
)T, WE Ol KBET HLEES
2 mLEMLIURE,
1.4 FRAEMZLH

SF ZAEBCH 1 000 pg/mL it HUBRAR HEE IR,
REBRAZBEHR, o] AT EH N ERCRRE
O ntk s PP ME 2R B ERESE . AFRE 20 wl, HO,0.1,

0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0 pg/mL Mt
BRPRAEVE RS ARAE B 22 (B 1) LAEE Y
FERER X (ng) & HIARHER L B HELEAFE:
Yaum = 36 021 +62 745X, r =0.999 2,
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Fig.1. Standard curve
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2.1 EEMNTER

PREUZES BB &, 40 B 45 00 R[] B bt o AR
HEMh 3% DRI 7 LR B AL (I iR, 4
RRE 1, B RLE 2, R FSER, A
XTI R R/ PR E 1 x 107° o, BRARK Kk
0.005 mg/kgo

1 BER LHFENGHHERERELR
Table 1 . Recovery of imidacloprid from tomato and soil

Jri VIR /g ) fiﬁ{lﬁf) %&i’rj e
ample Sprayed amount Sprayed level I 1 m ¥
0.2 0.01 84.42  89.02 79.23 84.22 5.81
i 2.0 0.10 100.40 84.21 85.43  90.01 9.02
40.0 2.00 107.06 120.19 133.45 120.23 10.97
0.2 0.01 7229 7432 95.17  80.59 15.71
—‘gf 2.0 0.10 96.41  95.33 108.44 100.06 7.2
40.0 2.00 87.12  83.45 99.44 90.0l 9.31

2.2 MEBWERMPRBDS
FH 20% BRHA8 2 Mk BT ¥ 50U % B A AT REZS 1 Ik
(180 g/hm’) , FROE 25 S 5 T /5 , SRAE R < ik chy whf

HEEMTOEE, R AE 2, MEMERTE
E50.12~0.22 mg/kg, LI%E 1 IKREENES,
HE N 0.7~ 6.3 d,
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Fig.2. Chromatograms of imidcloprid

2 MAMEERRLHEREIE
Table 2 . Residual dynamics of imidacloprid in tomato
2000 & 2001 %
HEQGE H 2000 year e 2001 vear
BN g, ke RER/ O WEE/%
Day after -1 : -1 S ADDE
licati (mg-kg™') Disappear (mmg-kg™')  Disappear
appheation Residues ance rate Residues ance rate
1/24 0.12 0.22
1 0.06 50 0.17 23
2 0.014 88 0.17 23
3 0.009 92 0.09 59
5 - 0.01 68
7 - 0.02 91
14 - 0.02 91
28 - 0.01 95
C =0.1266e0-7 C =0.1358¢ 017
thr=0.7d tp=63d
r=-0.9804 r=-0.8767

2.3 MHRWETEBIERBHS
FB20%REZWAENMN LB 1 K
(180 g/hm’ ) , 7 M8 245 55 1% 48 T J5 SR A 100 22 -E it
BEER, SR ILE 3, LEF M RMERTTIR
B50.12~0.22 mg/kgo PASE 1 IREEE AR =, 0k
kTR 8.2~25.0 do
2.4 MHAMEER.TEPELRES
2000—2001 AF7EF A 2 IR 20% RIEZ K
AT (180 g /hm? ) , B fE —URBEZSBESR K 1 d, T
P EAIEREE N 0.012 ~ 0.180 mg/kg; BER L 3 d
525,52 B8 0.006 ~ 0.020 mg/kg, 2000 £EHAL S

WAL FRE B E , HREIE, BERL
BFIMEZIRE AN, 2R B BN, XA
B EER T MY MR T g LR KRNI
0, 2001 Sk B BRFE - 48 E A TH R EER

£ 3 mmmE LR ERREIE
Table 3. Residual dynamics of imidacloprid in soil
2000 ¢ 2001 5
ﬁ&?jﬁmﬁ 2000 year 2001 _year
A (IR RER KR
application R8I0 7 rancemte  Resdues  ance e
1/24 0.21 0.63
1 0.20 5 0.13 79
2 0.18 14 0.13 79
3 0.25 -19 0.23 63
5 0.15 29 0.18 71
7 0.14 33 0.06 9%
14 0.13 58 0.04 %4
28 0.10 52 0.03 95
C =0.201e"000 € =0.218 6¢ 0%
tp=25d tip=8.2d
r=-0.864 4 r=-0.8020
3 & it

APFFESL T bR AL LR R R A
WA CIETR B A T B R IR AR TR, ERRBE AT
BEERS, FERAREBRMNER, 2 F1E
R, 209 R o AT v SRImE 5, 7 00 R AR
Ha— R BB IR, (FEE5E 663 Tn)
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B 3 LUEY : BRE SEANRENS A
P.Ca.Mg.Fe.Zn.Mn.Cu.K JCE & B MK ; B5F
MRt B I8 B Fe.Zn.Cu B & B4 PIBCEF AR
5 20.34% .13 .64% F170.87 % ; B AEFE fh o Mn B4
SBEEFAHRES 13.90%, K EREXHER
AREZFE(P>0.05),

3 /&

B A AR Y8y 5 B SR AR B M 1L AR
AR, ZEHEE SN (B BEiE M ERER S
B MR, OEREZER LR 4 M ERR
AEWHE BRI, NELFTEERSY
BEE LHFEERLALALL, ¥ 30% L L, B
I e BB A M BE S  E/N HAE MR T E R
P 5 e e 0 T A e o UG ; 1 B SR AR B Y
M Zn.Cu F B HEEEMRE S 24.18% 1
241.7% ., ¥ YEE BT, AT REXT IS LI ZY
RYHEEEm,

B IR E R E TS EARE N, B
FXPERENTST Y ESBFEAETARNE
W, H, BEEMENETHMNTRNERFHE—F
P,

S0k :
(1] # .0 88.% . FEARICHR AR YR 0525

FE(PIEA - FH) [ 1] B4 22430, 1999,24(2) :224-231 .
2] HHEARBHETERLGRERS . pEARLMEZL

(2000 4E AR —%F) [M]. b5 AR T4 i RRHE, F2 Tl i

At ,2000:209.

(3] HCH, 48 . FEASMATREN]. PERLEE

HX%1,196 (5):15-18.

(4] BT, EHX GEF. S . TEFEELBEAS HHTR

(EEFE 651 M)

bRk 8.2 ~25.0d, I THEMEKBIFH
BAER, e R B PR E R T L3 2k
#H0.7~6.34d,

PEBEF AL ik Wk 7E % i £ & MRL { K
0.1 mg/kg, T2 MEIFEHI 3 d. Z2EX—MEHM 2 4
BRI B, B 20% RIB LA B FIEE L
2 BAES T 90 g/hnd, 2R BT 2 1Kk,
B 5 — Ui 2505 R W R R BAR /0 F 3 d,

EFREN[I]. PHRIT S FBE 5T, 1996 (6-7) :201-208.

(5] PX.BxH . S5, F . PEHKEARBUES RM
HERMSH[I]. EERKEER (ARBER), 197,36
(5):571-576.

(6] JEHMEDE,FREE . AWM ESHERENERRA]. +
25,1990,21(12):30.

(7] B A BRI, S5 . AR (TCPS) A St
BEACYERMIE (], & bRAel K24 R, 2001,23(2) : 109-

112,116.
(8] XUZEZE Rz, REEN.F .  HEEARTHOHHEI]. &
Mgl Fo22E 3] ,2001,23(4) : 111112, 117.

(9] HHHARTL4.SUF . PEAEREHNERERAR
[J]. EERZEER(ARBER), 1995,34(4) :432-43.

[10] itz shfde, FERRK . SRt EAEREE KE
BFREm ()], RILMKXER (A RBEK), 1999 (4):56-
8.

(11] XEXIAE.BFR,.ZF . AABRELATRMAS
EFEE R[], B3, 1998 (4):30,35.

[12] R3S . WERFEAREE(]]. BHRTHE, 1999 (7):25.

[13] % %, 8Kk%e BHRKR.% . PENEEALFFRERD
. IRl ,2000,20(5) :19-20.

(14] EE4E SENKSEEBERALR(I]. ARAR, 2000
(12):33.

(15] & % .fEmbHREFEKE]. RIVBEGER,
2000 (12):22-23.

(161 % & . PEKSEHEEFRHEHER(E)(I]. B¥3%a 200
(1):16-17.

(17] % % . SEAEEERAER ()], B¥3%46,2001
(2):18-19.

(18] % % . +EKEEBERESHARCT)(]. #¥35%6,2001
(3):14-15.

(19] REBE,ATH . BB TEAMER SRETRHRE].
E b & BB ,1999,26(1) :5-9.

[20] XIFIH, /MY . METERENESRFHRHE(]]. B
HiEkiushng, 2000,5(1):27-29.

BE K

(1] RIBERAREN  REBRBTLARMFEFER(M]. 4t
A E B AR+, 1995:287-289,363-365.

(2] B L. oesisk7EER MR EEhA 0], Bl ke
., 1999,22(3),80-82.

(3] BFRS3R . K &h IR RO e shk o R 79 00 0 OB AE 65 40 A
[1].42, 2000,39(3),19-20.

[4] HEX . HER.FAR. S . RBEE . ZHBRE .
BN R A (], & bAe ol KE 2, 2001, 23
(1):69-71.



