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Determination of diethylstilbestrol in microbial

degradation systems by HPLC—UV
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WE:RA HPLC UV sk 2 M AW BBk 2 F T iEm
(DES) 8y &-F ., R4 FH oo LR R0 R R RE A
R 69 I T %k, vA Sepax GP-Ci3 4 (150 mm X 4. 60 mm,
5.0 pm) A & EAE, TBE D R(7 D3, V/V) ARSI M, iRk
0.7 mL/min, A ¥ SM e 2l & £ 242 nm L tenl. ZREF
DES s} # &% 69 42 & &t 18] % 7. 714 min, £ 0. 5~50. 0 mg/L &
JERE AN AR R R R AR R 0.996 3, M AR
P DES F 3= &% 94.04%.RSD A4 2.33% ; B X B i
+ DES F 34 =ik & 4 95.24%,RSD % 1.05%, DES ##
HIRR KT 0.30 mg/L. &R ZF FMAFEREERGL 4
BW5dA s 25 mg/L 4 DES B & % 5 5 4 62. 38%.,
64.720,53.38%,88. 3400, &7 kMl i &y B ARAR R F
DES f§ # Heik EH B AT R E LG AT,
KR TR M AW EMBIR A0 HPLC—UV &
Abstract: The concentration of diethylstilbestrol (DES) in the micro-
bial degradation systems was determined using HPLC—UYV. Differ-
ent extraction methods were used in the fungi and bacteria fermenta-
tion systems, DES was separated through a Sepax GP-Cyg
(150 mmX4. 60 mm, 5.0 pm) , eluted with methanol-water (7 : 3,
V/V) at 0.7 mL/min, and detected at 242 nm. Results showed that
retention time of DES was 7. 714 min. Good linearity was obtained
with the detection limits of 0. 5~50. 0 mg/L with a correlation coeff-
cient of 0. 996 3. The average spike recovers of DES for bacteria and

fungi fermentation systems were 94. 04 % and 95. 24 % , respectively,

with RSD of 2. 33% and 1. 05% . respectively. The limits of detec-
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tion was not more than 0. 30 mg/L. Results showed that the ratios of
DES (25 mg/L) degration of four strains could degrade 62.38% .
64.72%, 53.38%, 88.34% , respectively in 5 d. The developed
method presented the benefits of simplicity, rapidity, good separa-
tion, high accuracy, high precision and good stability.

Keywords: diethylstilbestrol; microbial degradation system; determi-

nation; HPLC—UV

O 9% i B (diethylstilbestrol, DES) f& — Fft A T4 B9 3F
B A ME B 2% 2 25 ) B 20 AR B R ol W A i ) 24 ) 1
FAH . DES A S — 8 a4 3 T P4 L BB % 51 R T A 452475
D LR e DR A DL B N PN R R LR O R
FEEPIE T T H R R G 0 PR A 18 R
P2 S FDA FI b AR NI 3E A E Al 38 2 B 5E 45 1k Al
TR T (E T O M Y R A () R AR AR
L ANV BEF 0 % 2 Je W b DX B T K A BRI HE Y R K
DES i % 24 34 ng/L-*" 5 i & M 4500 e o [l g B 717 71 5
R P BEALAIAS Y 40 6 B i P 334G T DES, 5% B 4 e 9
ik 10 mg/kg. BhWFREH B MR AL HE R G K AR BT
B3R U 37 45 0 7T R 5 B0 DES 4% 81 T 3 9 4 7 i K Ik
R BRI Rt L S AR R . B il 2T BR DES 9 7 5 & % 1
Sz R .

TR 0 2 BN D 2 T B A T AL 1 T e i i T
Wz, Zhang SUUGREE T — kXt DES BAT R AE
BB AT - 4105 S5 O 2 OF B Y T U0 R T S X DES iy
WA R o A B DR B (9 DES Ay 35 02 A 1 A
WF5E A S Al 98 10 H AT 8 R UL BF A 304 W B i K & R DES
R Jy i i 8 . H TG T DES i 7 i i F 58 = A
T5% B ODES 9 £ i, HL sk S8 I DL R 0
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(LC—MS)M A A3 — B (GC—MS) 351 T AR 4 43%
(HPLO) 37y 32, 33 $6 K5 I J7 2 14 15 A6 3105 ¥ X F DES
S AR O R R ST 43 R X TR B 5 AE 0 I AR R TS AR
X B 4 FERT

HPLC—UV £l J5 ¥ dy T 45 45 a7 80, 210 52 M4 EAff T
M TEE RGN, AR B S —Fh
fA7 B T RE (9 HPLC—UV 5, 46 I 302E ) e A A % ()
6 20 W RN RE D iy DES 8% 8 1 A W RE iR DES 1B 5¢
R ES%,
L M55
1.1 #MRE5NE

LB iR 373k B 5 g B E K 10 g &Ik 88 10 g,
7K 1000 mL, A% pH £ 7.0,121 ‘C KB 15 min, A 2%
AR LB [ 4 K5 % 5

T AR W % B I 3R 2 (PD) L B+ 55 B U0 B R
200 g, i A 500 mL ZE 4R /K & B 20 min, 3 Uk, 0 7 % R
20 g, FHINZEME K E 1 000 mL,121 ‘C K& 15 min, A 2%
TRy PDA K 5 5

FEAbERRE SR I (MM . B iR A 0.5 g, BE IR A —
1.5 g TilR4% 1.5 g Wi fREE 0. 2 g, F AL 0.5 g . ZB MK ER
% 1000 mL,pH % 7.0;

DES X B i - 4l i 99. 5% , 7 [ 2R 78 S5 1A 5

HmE . @354l ) ROt A H

B AP A ZE AT B (Bacillus subtilis) JF, #b 4K 28 30 4T
(Bacillus licheni formis) B-1, K | % (Aspergillus oryzae
sp. )M 4, Bl B (Aspergillus niger) YAT, U K 2= &
i B A 0 B AR 5

WA (535 R 45 LC-10A2010C HT %, fid 45 n] A8 P I %
SRR #8 (UV) Fl LC-solutionl. 1 4% T {E %, H 4% & 3t
ACIE

2 HNA] LAY 56 36 BE 3 . UV-3200 (PC) B, | 1 36 3% 1% 1Y
AR F

AR 2K AR Mill-Q 7Y, 18 [ 85 HE H]

7S PV VAR - AS10200A AL, Kt AR HE BT A F .
1.2 WREAHE
1.2.1 @& @i+ Sepax GP-Cy £ (150 mm X
4.60 mm,5. 0 pm) s % g AH « LAY BE AR 2l K VR W s Al H R
RFE B V/ VIR 6 4,7 1 3,8:2,9: 1,1 IR
A AR 3 (0. 6,0. 7,0. 8 mL/min) Xt DES #5 I 14 52 11 ; 1
T K AR RE - 100 mg/L DES %t B8 & 4% £ ¥ 1. 0 mL,
VLot 2l 48 F B 25 3 10 mL, e il 5 s ¥R 8 10 mg/ L 1%
WL HEAT 22 50 9% 4 K (190~ 410 nm) 45 # . % B DES i &
WS A% 43 DES B0 2 15 30 5 #1325 °C s BERERE .10 pL,
1.2.2 fRdfEfigk 2 BB R D7 % B 6 100 mg/L X}
PR A . 40 31 W B 100 mg/ 1 DES 5 # fiff 45 ¥ 0. 05,
0.1,0.2,0.5,1.0,2.0,3.0,4.0,5. 0 mL JiJ ! fi¥ & % %
10 mL,Bc#l45 =k 4 %1k 0.5,1.0,2.0,5.0,10. 0,
20.0,30.0,40.0,50. 0 mg/L #y R 5 b1 e M 4k TAEW . #oik
B o 1 €3 S R D, D T MR X (mg/ L) 8 AL A L U
TAR YD g A s AT 2R M Il
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1.2.3 IR E 43 0k BORS 55 28 T 18 (Bacillus sub-
tilis)JF Fi 2k gh % (Aspergillus oryzae) M 4 T LB [ {4 1
PDA #5373 FRIZk,30 'C Ay I35 5% 48 h M 72 h, A 4
K3 AKE LB FE AR 3R F M E & PDA 85358 3619 17 Vet
RS, B 1 mL AN [F B (A7) W5 3 4 FhF 29 mL
(250 mL=4f) iy LB ¥ & A f1 PD 85 38 Sk, 30 °C #5 5%
48 h, fETA B JF I M 4 [ & B W P om A DES X B8 %5 W
DES ¥ B£ 43 5124 20,50, 70 mg/L, 433l 4% T 51 B 5 Ak 2 77 %
il B R VA R L O I I8 B A 0 R 4% 1R HE AR o DES &
i (AR EE A 3 A1) .

B 7 3Rk &2 DES U4 B ER B B 1 mL 15 5%
W 20 B4 (10 mLD v, BB B2 8 & 10 mlL, 75 U5 0 Uk
AT BD R B 20 mins IRATEH 1.5 mL RS TR B O HLH
B 0>(12 000 r/min) 15 min, 0. 45 pm A HLAH UE I3 0k F i
WFEWIEW S 0.5 mL, I 8 20 U8 W 0 FE B IR W fit
HPLC 43 #7 A .

TR SRR R DES i #2 B L OR & RO B 5%
WO BCRE 7 2, A 30 mL (4 B OEE, TR 7R 0% U vk o
(AS10200A) 8 75 #2172 30 min; B 2. 0 mL 48 7 $2 UK F %1
BERE R AP EEAS 10 mLORS G 1.5 mL #£ 5 F%
FREOALP B0 (12 000 r/min) 15 min,0. 45 pm 75 HLAH & I
o I WA SR R O A A TR, Bt HPLC A3 BT
1.2.4 AEHAERE MR 1L 2.3 My R IEFEM JF K
WA DES %J B8 35 3 il DES ¥ By 25 mg/L, 42 B4k 2
5 T T a3 i 1 0 R A R SR R 5 W R AT
ki
L2.5 FRoEtids RoErki e A W e A B R
FEME L AEH PG5 AR A5 TR 4 b H R)C3 A B R A 8] B
24 h) 43 J3% 1. 2.3 1 DES ¥ 2 25 mg/ L fOFE 5 I W #E AT
HPLC I, 43 A 5 By &6 W0 74 Bt 3k B, T A X A o i 22
(RSD) F£/RFa e M o
1.2.6 KGR #0812, 3 ab By 30 R H bk JF &
WP A DES X HE %5 Wi fff DES ¥k & J9 0. 05,0. 10, 0. 20,
0.30,0.40,0.50 mg/L, 45 SIS FE AW UL 3 5 {5 M L
HOA5 5 i, SERE B 10 L, 45 DU D7 32 1 4G DU PR
L2.7 WAEVREMIRRSBFER I E 50700 PR 527 f64F
W (Bacillus subtilis) JF  # 4K 2F #0AF B (Bacillus licheni for-
mis)B-1 F LB BER 5 5 3 | RIZE. 30 CHi 5% 48 hy kil &
(Aspergillus oryzae) M 4, B i % (Aspergillus niger) YAT
T PDA K573 F R4k, 30 “CREFR 72 h, JH A= HLER K 40 50 45
LB 5537 3 (05 & A PDA K5 357 3 b 509 07 36 B8 35 18 29 1
WL F) B, B 1 mL & W 4 i E R T 29 mL
(250 mL=4f) /Y LB W& B F e F0 MM B 35 B v, A
DES EAWE 4 25 mg/L, LI 1 mL A4 B KA Fh 7 W0
ZXENE, 30 °C 180 r/min JR¥GEFE 5 dsHk 1. 2.3 vk
BEAT DES $2H0. LI 56 8 2 09 6 R% 45 100 e 4 Fh i bk R 9
Ty DES 5k B i iR B A 3 1k, DES B a0 (D 5
C,—C

C
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XS 2 B2 48 5 S3OURAR (35— 28 AMAG TN 725 T 5 2R 0 R A R R o R O T

G 23 % B i DES Y& . mg/L;

C— B 37 h DES 5% B )% ,me/L.
2 RS0
2.1 EERNEK

AN e 4 K OB 1 L D §R DES £E 201 nm
239 ~ 242 nm LA BER B W fE . R L 201 nm Al
242 nm4y HIAE 4 0 i 4 09 A I sRR . 25 SRE I B S o
DES 7E 201 nm Ab W SGAR %K (5 2 95 70 B B 5% Jik v 2% B 72
ZW A A T B AR 3 2 BV VAR 12 B R A5 0 T I e {4
B B W BN B9 43 s DES 78 242 nm A 9 W% 6 AH 201 nm
Ak AT S LI 0 D 5 3% ik A 4 AR % AR PR AL i 2R i D, B
VA WA TS 5 - PR I B 6 3B 4B 242 o AR S AT P K

1.01
0.81
i g 0.6
X Z04
=
0.2
0.0 L L L | L
200 240 280 320 360 400
e
Wavelength/nm
B 1 DES & & Bk ki
Figure 1 UV spectrum of DES standard
2.2 WIBRRERE

LAY 20 0K Sy 3 3 A A R R R B 10 0
KARVT T DES %6 U (9 fe A S AR BC b . 25 SRR W], HiiE B
T L 5] 1) 3% T DES {3 B N 18] $2 7 45 5568 B 4% o, (H 5 R
W P AR H bR o B 22 IR R 28 . IR S K L
71 3(V/V) ), DES (3 I i JE I 4 15 3R H AR e 7y 5 500
PR 0 o 26 0 28 WY I S5 K 2R R LG 9 7 1 3 O B Y U B AR
.

) I 7 B A U B AR Y B Al B 5 58 R [A] U B C0. 60,
0.70,0. 80 mL/min) ZF T A 43 BT 0L . 45 R F WL BE& W
SU IR N U o S i 0 SO i Y & o B A O L 7 O A .
0.7 mL/minff DES {4 £ B [8] 48 0. 6 mL/min B 5 45 %45 ; 1
50,8 mL/min A5 LE . 2 B [A] L (HHG 55 3R AR W 1Y 23 B
B, HOAE FEAE X B, B R 8 8 TR 2D A T
0.7 mL/min,

TE LA _E B SE [ 03 258 K DES fi9 (0 3% 5] ILI&] 2, DES {4

BRIy 7. 714 min, WEJE B 4T, JoH 8, 2. 245 min 245 A VR
T 5 B AT (L. 2.3 rp A B RE 8O 1 £ 535 1R LA 3,
FE SR W DES £ B B [8] Jy 7. 718 min, I8JE R 47, 59 H
B ) BT 19 43 B AAR 4T . 2. 252 min 76 45 LA 2% BT U0 L ] g SR R
mn B SRR T R A B IR S .l T RE T T AT AL B B B
T BT 10 4%, BT LARE i ¥ ¥ B DES i i AU L DES X B8 &
31T VAN

150001
12 500
10 000

T B
Intensity/mV

7500
5 000
2500

0

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
i i)
Time/min

B 2 DESs®BE&(0mg/L)EkéE&%RA
Figure 2 Chromatogram of DES standard (10 mg/L.)

30 000
25 000
>E 20 000
= 215000
# £ 10000 50 mg/L
= 5000 20 mg/l.
0
5000
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
FRF i)
Time/min
A3 DES#&rkeE#ER
Figure 3 Chromatograms of DES samples

2.3 DES#rifEhs

P A0 1 o R 0335 4% 4 A I K 242 nm, R B A
HEE . K=7: 3,3 0.7 mL/min &, DIFRMEE X
(mg/L) N A bk W T BLCY) PN bR AT e PE IR, 4521
W], DES ¥R EEE 0. 5~50. 0 mg/L i [l WL MR R 4T [A]
H5 AN Y = 52 007X—1 228. 1,413 2%k R2= 0.996 3,
2.4 EYE

B3 1 W], 4 W Ky 57 7k & th DES 7 ¥y [l iy & R
94.04% ,RSD g 2. 33% ; 25 W 4% 5% /& & vh DES - ¥ [] g &
77 95.24%,RSD J 1.05%,

F1 BERFRWER
Table 1 Results of recovery for spiked samples
WA KB DES &R/ Jibn B K/ W A/ g 2 / [m iy 248 5 RSD/  RSD-FHfd/

[ (mg+ L°1 (mg+ L1 (mg+ L™1) % I/ % % %

0. 00 70. 00 67.25 96. 07 2.71
i 0. 00 50. 00 47. 14 94. 28 94. 04 2.35 2.33

0. 00 20. 00 18. 36 91.78 1. 04

0. 00 70. 00 66.61 95.16 1.63
A 0. 00 50. 00 48.98 97.97 95. 24 0.92 1.05

0. 00 20. 00 18.52 92.59 0. 60
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2.5 BEE
FE VL L8 09 635 25 08 8 5 X5 25 mg/ L RRE il 98 0 i 25
HERE 5 W, BEAT HPLC 40 #r . U 45 W Wic e v B0 531
120 263.29,117 556. 41,116 245. 03,123 170. 84,119 207. 25,

HH T YR 22 (RSD) S 2. 23 % , 32 B A RS 85 )3 25
2.6 BREM

T PRI B A5 R (L2 2) R 7 el 25 me/L

KSR W DES B H A& &M RSD H 8 2. 68% . H A4 &
PER RSD 2y 2. 61 %, Fa 8 P R 47
2.7 KR

AL AR AS [7] o 42k Vi B 11 DES F¥ U A A 25 51, 15

%2 DESHEREH

DES i H /N F 312 F 0. 30 mg/L.
2.8 WMEYRBERPHERNELER
XF 4 MR & BEWCF RS DES 5% 8B U T e . AL 3 K,

R R R R W R 3, P R DES i i & vk 1
R B (1 DES B U4 ¥k B (25 mg/ L) A 70 [A) 72 3 14980/
ULB 4 Bk XS DES 8 — & (14 B A 4E B A 232 4300
62.38% ,64.72% ,53.38% ,88. 34% . 4 Bk KM C M ME W
o335 1 DL 4 18] 4 S8R 11, 580 min A2 45 A5 7 (9 o 33 e
B AL T R R O A M T 48 1R 0 e A AR B . RS

HIX 4 Bk B 6 DES B fif 5 M S R R WF 5 B AL T R A
2%,

xR 3 4 MREX DES(25 mg/L)BBERMELR
Table 3 Degradation rates of DES (25 mg/L) by

four strains (n=3)

Table 2 Results of stability test for diethylstilbestrol
B ) FHME/  RSD/
1415 W/ (mg » L) /
(mg+LH %
HHWE B
. 23.16 23.45 24.29 22.72 22.83 23.48 2.68
AE
H a5 _
. 23.38 23.12 24.29 23.51 2.61
A

T —FRREWEM.
12 500

10 000

BE
Intensity/mV
~
N
S
S

=
5000
0 h—]
2 500 54
0
L L L L L L 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
FF i)
Time/min

(a) MHEEZEFUFFEIF

B 4 4 %A x5 DES(25 mg/L) K

bk DES W4 %/ % RSD/ %
M ¥ AT IE JF 62. 38 1.92
AR A B-1 64.72 2.62
K M4 53.38 4.54
M YAT 88. 34 1.58
12 500
10 000
-
Mﬁi 7 500
£ 500
i 000 0h
2500 5d
0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
s [
s . Time/min
(b) HACFAIATIAB-1
10 000
7 500

TR
Intensity/mV
wn
o
(=3
3

2500

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
i [F]
Time/min

(d) BiEYAT

fig &% A

Figure 4 Degradation chromatograms of DES (25 mg/L.) by four strains

12 500
10 000
E
S 7500
=
£ 5000
-—
2 500
0
8 10 12
FiF i)
Time/min
(e¢) Kih#EM 4
g
3 H5

A 85 L DES K i 4 ) B A 1R R D BF TS 0 R R 5

5 DES A2 Wy I fig 1) 53 2 b o 08 1T T 25 8 M 20 1 2 B AR R

DES (9 4 it J7 % F 650 2 9 B i 1R & o DES 5% B &

HPLC—UV Kl 5 3% o ABEFEAE it Al b 3905 %5 & A W 2
54

PRI A D B B SRR e LT L T R R
F O M R E Y o BRI IR LR R AR
I 24 S B B A 5 AR (R R AU A s
R R AT A A A IR S T T A O
By A AR L) B R ME M A, HLZ5 R A 5 th R B . ABE
FE T 5E (15 2% 1F REKE A 0 e A 16 2R P B B 11 DES A1



F32HF1H XS 2 BE S . 25 0 AH 3 —

5 B RGN AR 0 W R R R v L O 7

b Al B AR AT R0 B R R . AR
HET 11 DES Kl 77 vk 18 5L PR L ok 5 L ST 0 0 W B i A
Fh DES [ K6 00 T8 &2 P 47 » oy i 2800 58 R 58 DES [ fif i
BT HESE ., WEIE RIS E AR 4 5 d Xt
25 mg/L (1§ DES 3545 A [F] B2 B 1) W figt . LA i — L 05T 1
P fE AT UR AT R 06 F W i e v I A Lo A BT 5T

2% 30k
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