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Abstract

This work examined metalaxyl-M residue in cucumber and soil using acetonitrile extraction, ami-
no extraction column purification, and LC-UV detection. The results showed that recovery of pesti-
cide spiked in cucumbers, at 0.02, 0.5 and 1 pg/g, was 84.20%, 81.02%, and 87.73%, respectively;
and in soil, when spiked at 0.02, 0.5 and 1 pg/g, recovery was 71.50%, 92.86%, and 90.82%, re-
spectively. Digestion dynamic equation of metalaxyl-M was obtained by field test sample detection,
of which the half-life period was 11.5 d in cucumber and 13.9 d in soil. The minimum determina-
tion concentration was 0.02 mg/kg in this sample, and the detectable limit of metalaxyl-M was es-
timated tobe 4 x 10-11 g,
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R RR: &N RN 0.020. 0.50. 1.0 pg/g, ERZESF1884.20%- 81.02%- 87.73%;
IR AER0.02. 0.5, 1.0 pg/g, BERZESFHIN71.50% 92.86%. 90.82%. iEidH [A[AKAE
R B RS PR R THAESIS FE, HAERMPEEHRN11S5 d, FELBEFEFHARN13.9 d. HFHF
7& RAERE R D BRI EN0.02 mg/kg, B/PMEHENIx10 g,
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1. 51§

f R R, G409 Metalaxyl-M, 73130 CigHauNOye SURREEFHFE R, A2 SNE e T/ R )
R MMk, HALZELION: N-(2,6- = H2RHE)-N-( A S lEE)-D- N I [ 1] RS H A R 2 A L
A B SARTOCIEERR AR, T TR bR R 2R b, B TR R
BRI FE R0« 500 2 S R M i S [2]-[4] o R R AE SR b 32 B T 96 9 SR - RRJRIe 22 R s
701 %] 76 B0

H A7 MG 2 TS A B8 [5]-[9] A % [10]-[13] 5 i RO € [14] [15]5543 5 5 K
FHFE R Gk B s dE, JH, RS R RAEARAEDD 5% B b 7 2k A AR S E A I I O S5 A
Bk TR A RAE IR BRI A A [16] 0 1T AR SR 6 P e FH LIRS R U, SR SRR R A b i P 2 56 1 2 2 [T A
R, A SR IR R A AL B, Sea R BT R MORHEER T . SR IR AR e
PEAN, JPEWE. SR

2. M5 %E
2.1. #8k FIANLER

BORG7H: JE3T). 44%K5HFE R « BEEREFEA( MED A ARARAT); K R AR5
(99.5%, E[H Chemservice Aa]); BelL(FHEE- & HLE(1/99, viv), MBIAHCKENARRG, Wi, —5&
e (BN i al, WS aw). AE140°C, K4 h) (b4, LR ulh A ).

AR TE A (Shimadzu LC-2010); £ & & sUIH IR IR % #% DDHZ-300 (TL73 K & scie s &) ) Jiekk
FERALN-INW (H A EYELA); A A EUY VISIPREP™ DL (SUPELCO), Amion 58 & % HUH: (500 mg/3mL,
SRR (/NN R

22. Bk

2.2.1. HmAETAIE

Gyl

FREL 20.0 g 3K, A% 10 g NaCl #1 40 mL £ B, FIREAIFALEIHRK L min, #E 10 min.

Fuedtitug, JEMRINERIREE 10g EALEH 100 mL HZEER b, WENER 30 mL~40 mL, 5 b3
T, RIZUEY Lmin, 7EEE T#E 30 min, i ZBEAHAKHESZ. B 20 mL B35 A 100 mL [ ke
Wi, A0°CHEREZE R, W4i% 2mL, BIA 2 mL HEE- & H 5E(1/99, viv). F5 EAE.

F 2 mL FEEE- SR BE(L/99, VIV IR, SRR TRBE SR, 9 RV T BA RE R P JZ2 R TR, 57
BN Bk R i, 10 mL B0 ARG I, H 2 mL R - S BE(L/99, vIV)) BRI R i AT,
HEE K, BELEE TR, KIBEE50C, BRAEKREIET, HHEAERHESS 20mL. 1F

()



(SN

ey}

RER ERAE 0.22 fekug iy, £,

+- 1%

AERRFREN 20.0 g HIFEANBEAR T, N 5 mL 7K, B 10 g & AL8AAT 40.0 mL £/, 30°C T~ 200 r/min
B 1h, §E 10 min.

FEAR TR R TR, R 2D 3R

2.22. BilkEH

Shimadzu LC-2010 ¥AH ta i BL & DAD Fall 2%, A4 Shim-pack VP-ODS (250 x 4.6 mm, 5 um);
L. 35°Cs aNAH: 45 + JK(50 + 50); ¥iiE: 0.7 mL/min ; #EAf&E: 20 uL; Z47HSA]: 30 min;
PREIF IR : 12.10 min.

2.2.3. ¥rifEHhZE

HERIFREN 99.5%%% FH 7 R ARHESh 0.0205 g (R4 0.0001 g), I HEE# A% % 50 mL, 5% 1000 mg/L
() BB . P R IZ R 4 0.020. 0.050. 0.10. 0.20. 0.50. 1.0- 2.0. 5.0 mg/L (1) R FIRAEH
FE PR ISR T o MR, 2 RES, g RE RARHEIR A1 B bRt TAE 2k

2.3. AHNEICER M E

B TR 3325 RS b, s 20 0/ 0.02. 0.5, 1.0 mg/kg IS FRR RARERL, K 3R 5 i3 L
WA M5E, FEERMERR T45%, SN 0HEEL 5 K.

2.4, SIEEH, TiHKA

JE AT PR SRR, 5 1t Kb A Bl P 2 R i S i, SN RD IR, R P R b, pH A 7.75, i
AL & 7.38%. 6 A FE RV & 3962 mm.

2R 2 iR et A TR AR A, IR ARG, pH o 7 A, REEANUR & E 10%. K
56 4 [R) % W B2 A 292.2 mm.

JUARTTMARES: A AR T G S A, 3R, 6 IR FA R B 292.2 mm.

2.5. HiEsERt

AREG ST IR CR 2SR BRI EN]) (NY/T 788-2004) (L E#E T, 7EJLE. L. | R =Mk
AT B AR BRI A R ) A58, I8t i 2 A S AR 228 B R R 25 . iR 31 A0t
HRIX . ARFIE R E) IR X . mFE T RN 1.5 6558 X UL s SR X . 20k ik
NXTEA 30 m?, ANCEREE 3 Uk, [FINF, BTN R 5 754% 8 NY/T 788-2004 47

2.5.1. JHBERESRE

S /NXE AN 30 m?, % 3 ANEERK/NX . P 180 g ai/kg ALFE, Z5¥ K 750 L/hm, 3K
FRGAMA— RN, THAE XS B TV AME AR T2 55 A0 B, PRUEEZG35 5] . 245 23 I TA)RR 2 h BLAC 1.
3. 5. 7. 14, 21, 28d BENLFIRIEX N Ly By Ry AL AAREZRAL, K& 6 4L (DT 2 ko) R
CEAEAN Fhrid). AKIER. TRFREIN, B985 8 250 g .

P BGREG /N X oA - 3th 30 m?, LA Rk F B 180 g adi/kg AR, #HBZ5)E 2h LK 1. 3. 5. 7.
14, 21, 28. 45, 60 d RAFEME(FHEHEET A, BCEIREE 0~10 cm), £ SHUFE 1.0 kg, i 1 mm L
7, WAJE, 4rHL 300 g FAWIRMS . FIRSRAEXS R IX 2 AR BTAAE S SRS 25 L Arids
s, WAET—20°CUKME A AR .
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25.2. RAKBERNE

P HEFE BN 90 g a.i/ha (FEFEFIE) M 135 g a.i/ha (EFEFIER 1.5 %), T8 A K i e e
B e AL TR T RIS R i 2, 25 RBON 3 4 Wk, BRKREZG ARG 7d, KR EERE 1. 2. 315
d 2 HIRAE. BN T3, ERIG/ANX L By B 2. ARFEEAL, K4E 6 &L E(RDT 2kg). 4
KAEH . R FER TN, R RN IR X 2% FARE S o K B IAIRE i P RABAN T DI RR 1~2 em K/Nmiedl, F
NEWEER RS, HWUS S5, 7 200 g #E5h . Fra e RS ESE . bl ds, WAET
—20°CUKAE R o

3. HREHh
3.1. MM MNE

AERIFREN 99.5%% FF 7E R ARHE LS 0.0205 g (F5HIZE 0.0001 g), FHEE#f# 4 50 mL, 3% 1000 mg/L
) R BRI . T R AR RS 42 00204 0.050. 0.10. 0.20. 0.50. 1.0, 2.0. 5.0 mg/L (K] R AR HEVETR
7F LR pE & T i RE, 2 IREE, FH R RASHEE IR 2hRE TAEMZE. DAgE y XTRERER
B x (mo/L)VEE, 1550k5 1 RbRAEER TAEh4k . HEL T F N y = 86475 x — 165.4, r* =0.9999
32 REE., HHENERE

A3 T AE S TR -3 FR N 3 Fhik B RS PR RAREEVA T, B NMIKEEEE 5 idsmEie, A ik
TFVEDNE [FS . Ik R R Em M N 4 x 107 g, 78 8 TORT 3808 5 b S A ARG R 1 Ry
0.02 mg/L, MEFICR 5457 RELZ 1.
3.3. AR

¥ 7 RAE KR ZBENEFIPE RIFREmrE, SeobieH CREH2, BIE- & 52(1/99, vIiv)HEAT itk
Vho SZIGAE R B A TR ) B A R AR INEE S, E T R T HERR T AR R,
VA VR BRI RCR (L 1),
3.4. BREBHBES

FRAE 2011 AEXF bR Wi ZRy MBI B FRE R I B PR AR 7, S AR TR 2 TORI L 38 v 1 A
I E— g 15 7 KRR RAE N RTE Rt R (L 1] 2), SRASKE AR RAEALRT. ZR. M
3 i B o () B AR T FE40 I C = 0.1426e %" (r2 = 0.8524). C = 0.1772e " (2= 0.926). C = 0.2579¢ *1%
(r2=0.8971), FFEMAHHIN 11.6. 4.1, 3.6d. F&H A REHIER M MILOLE 3), R

Table 1. Recoveries and relative standard deviations of mefenoxam in cucumber and soil

1 FRBERERNMIIRDORMEN RS TR R

0.02 94 77 75 91 84 84.2 7.9
#JK 0.5 81.16 82.44 86.52 78.52 76.48 81 4.8
1 88.02 87.58 86.12 90.08 86.84 87.7 17
0.02 71 72 72 75 71 72.2 23
+3 0.5 94.28 94.48 93.36 86.92 95.28 92.9 3.7
1 83.74 94.94 85.04 100.1 93.3 92.8 75
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N R RAE AL 0L AR M 3 St 38 g B i 5 72 20 599 € = 0.3843e 7 (12 = 0.9017).C = 0.1119¢ ™ (12
=0.7881). C =0.1833¢ %% (12 = 0.8405). F-FE{4 %Ik 135, 7.7, 13.9d. HULTT W, *5HHE R E TR
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Figure 1. Samples of different chromatogram
1. NEHAEIEE

HH R A R R T g

35 RARE

AA%FEHFE R « E G EIER, KR R A BURS F 255 90~180 g a.i/ha, a2y 3~4 IR, Jiti 25 [A] k%
7~10 K, RURTEIBEIASN 1. 2. 3. 5K, FEHIR RAEE N (15R EE E0E y 0.022 mg/kg~0.250 mg/kg;
8 33 1 B R B B AR (BN T45F 0.02 mglkg)~0.420 mg/kg: FHEHREG 45 R0 K5 HIR RAE
B TR 398 r 1) 5 B 2 it 245 7) B P i 247 K P 8 I i 364 0 e SR ) o A P S T PR (L2 2)
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Figure 2. Degradation of mefenoxam in cucumber
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Figure 3. Degradation of mefenoxam in soil
3. BRBERETIRPAHERLZ
Table 2. Fine armor frost spirit eventually residue in cucumber and soil data
2. REREREENMITIEPNREKRERE
. BEE,‘ 5)2] N :”:j: [J-l/\ “I‘l
B L W2 UH 2 (A LR
(g a.i./hm?) R +1% HN +3E I +3%
%0 3 0.049 0.045 0.053 0.026 0.130 0.160
1 4 0.054 0.047 0.091 0.057 0.150 0.230
135 3 0.083 0.077 0.091 0.058 0.250 0.150
4 0.081 0.220 0.150 0.070 0.220 0.120
90 3 0.022 0.160 0.046 0.029 0.100 0.110
) 4 0.041 0.110 0.095 0.069 0.140 0.110
135 3 0.074 0.097 0.073 0.052 0.180 0.250
4 0.060 0.360 0.100 0.057 0.200 0.400
90 3 0.044 0.097 0.060 0.024 0.100 0.140
3 4 0.061 0.160 0.077 0.047 0.150 0.120
135 3 0.085 0.084 0.072 0.420 0.110 0.110
4 0.085 0.097 0.110 0.067 0.170 0.150
9% 3 0.040 0.051 0.052 <0.02 0.180 0.080
5 4 0.048 0.074 0.055 <0.02 0.120 0.076
135 3 0.074 0.081 0.100 0.025 0.087 0.120
4 0.075 0.110 0.110 0.040 0.190 0.180
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4. #5ig

TRI6 45 RAR W] - A PR R SR AE R T ) AR g 0 o R bR s e BTN RS PR RS0  4~12d,

g A AR R 8~14 do KEFHRE R 2GR E. R E AT RS AT BE Y T e A E B I (1
P&, EMaZh)5 1d, Jb3d. AR, TN 3 ANHBIXORE H R R AE B I HP (1) B 24 5% BE & 34K T 0.5 mg/kg (CAC
FHE K B AR RAE N MRL H 0.5 mg/kg). DRI, #4154 A 4%45 178 R 1% 180 g a.i./hm? {5
EWELE N L, Wi2h 3k, wAemEEA 1d.

RIS T 1A FAR RAE DTN 3 R B A I i SR A - SR e (1199, vIV)TE NP, &

BERETURE 1AL, WA C T ik (58 MRS I 38 ) 3 TR 358 rhoks HE R R R BR S AT 20 M o 0 i Ak 5 77 925 1
Bl EIEL, FFE R LR BRI A EER, AT T AR B TONT 38 v 7 B e R Aer ol 0 Ao
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