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M Frr P HREE ST AR S AT AR A 2-T Bk
w89 2 A8 & i — % R T i ik (GC-MS/MS) , a¢ 4 5 89 i
W2 7 ik A GC-MS/MS 75 sk i# 47 T AL, & A #8%-D,
A AR K 23 T 3R B, QUEChERS % i 47 4L 32 %
1, GC-MS/MS % & & ¥ ol (MRM) # 47 0 2, 4 8.
4 AR EEE Y R A 1.25~200.00 pg/L R REEE A
HERHHERBERXFZ ML RH=0.999 0, 7 kA B R
(S/N=3)3% 1 pg/kg, s @ W &€ B £ 89.10% ~
113.02% , ity 48 R agabml , K36 A0 ok & A #
BEEMRT, R ZF F WA Pk, TAH R ZE b L
ARG TFHR . EREHTE ZHREZ . ERA TR+
4 FF BB K A 6 B B R,

KW A A E#E— BT ITE % Kot QUEChERs 3% ; 4
B ;5 AR AREE 54 T AR 2- Tk vh

Abstract: Objective: This study aimed to establish a new method
for detecting furfurals in tea. Methods: A gas chromatography
( GC-MS/MS)

established for the simultaneous determination of furfural, 5-

tandem mass spectrometry method was

methylfurfural, 5-hydroxymethylfurfural and 2-Acetylfuran in
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tea. The sample pretreatment method and GC-MS/MS method
were optimized. Furfural-D; was used as the internal standard.
The sample was extracted by acetonitrile, treated and purified by
QuEChERS method, and determined by GC-MS/MS multi reac-
tion monitoring ( MRM). Results: The four furfurals showed
good linear relationship in the mass concentration range of 1.25~
200.00 pg/L, with the correlation coefficient ==0.999 0, and the
detection limit (S/N=3) was 1 ug/kg, with the recovery range
of standard addition of 89.10% ~113.02%. Most of the commer-
cially available tea samples were found to contain furfural. Con-
clusion: This method in the present study is simple, rapid and
can eliminate the interference of complex matrix in tea. The
result is accurate, reliable and sensitive. It is suitable for the sim-
ultaneous determination of four furfurals in tea.

Keywords: gas chromatography tandem mass spectrometry (GC-
MS/MS); tea; QuEChERS;

furfural; 5-methylfurfural; 5-

hydroxymethylfurfural; 2-acetylfuran
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Ja AL Y R, SR P RS — WA R
o 22 WU G B R R 38 A% T AN MR I A X T IR T L R R
RIS LA R 0 AR E 2 7 A R o A
A fAggUEEN .

AT H AR B v B2 0 T B AR B
IR F LRI AL 2 T B A b 2 Sy A 2k
G PR B AR S AR AT T SR R
B2 R AR £, W IR S R R R AT L4y o R
BRI KBS e KRR MG R EEAS . o0 KX 51
FEF A F AR M0 Ty i i $ AL B 2% i A
ANET IR 22— o R A B AN ) R Y 3 B4R f B
RAE S RE 2R N Ok IR I SR R A BB 25
T 2SS A IR R A B 2T AR A R R Y o
R AE 0 AR A BN AR R BE T AR R . H AT
GH/T 18796—2012¢ 1 % ) ¥ & 1% % rfr 5-7% W SR 1y
FR & g 40 mg/kg, FLAth ™ i £ 55 2% ol %M 1 24 ) o 34 T8
B R T X R PR R I IR O O s e b %
O TRE 206 0 0 X N A ) M A R B LA R o A
B BIF 5 S N7 — Tl B PR A 0 b ) S 4 e OB 2 ) I
M4BT 7 T Ay b

BRI 2 W) B A G DN D i 32 B A AR RO (i kT
AR O S R R R RO A s —
R A T o Hl TR S BRI I AN 2
iR R 2 W B AEAR K T A R, R HPLC 34 B 5
LT MAEK ; GC W R B EAR R T = DL s R 5%
I ) T 24 g SO S0 B2 SRR 5 S 43 A T A IO A R IR TE
HPLC-MS/MS #: % F Y ESTIE T &R 71k, T R A R
R B R AR A GC-MS/MS AT /il . BT 2%
ML E A BT AL PR R AR G R, Rk A
VA R4 B 7 A T A 2 R VRS BOR T LB Y
BARE HO T AR L S e G T AT 2R A B,
PR BB FE I H A BN B . QuEChERs ¥ J2 45
G T [ A B H R R U [ AH 43 5 — R B R AL BT ik,
I M 20 B R Ak & G A O v R AT SR B A
ok KA CTE A B R 36 45 EAT R K . PR — & s 1 N-I9
B W A BB AN\ ot 2 T e A K R IO 0 —
Al BR AR P A LA I i 2 B R B R
S W SRS A RS L T 5 LA U A I W R A
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GC-MS/MS 3 %if 45 W v (10 482 1 2 ) 05 a0 A7 43 A A 0 3
N7 — R 5 S I ORI TRE SIS W B0 A BT U DA O s e
rROBRE T 2 T e R B W B A T VAR
L MR STk
11 #RE5NEE
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X 18 % : QUEChERs-[B i 5 M AR— S48 & % — 5 BR B ik OB U B 20 i o 4 PO EE K4 J

JBe A PR 2 7 5

WERE-D, 40 2>99.8 % » b s IR S B2 4 BR A 7 5

5-FF LM - 4l B =98 04, i BT RL T A AL A B
AHIRAF

5-F% W LS 4 =>99.5% . g BT R T AR LR
JBe A BR 2N ] 5

A2l aR B (Carb) | A\ bg B At g (Cs)  N-IN B2
Z R (PSAD : bl DR A BRA D 5

TR BRER B « 43 BT 200, [ 25 4R 141 4k 22 38500 A PR ) 5

VY NG SRR SR NN

2R a3k 52 i, AR H IR Z07E 2020 4R 9 H
R R ARERE AR ER AR SR BR
6 Fh A AN K BEZR R4 RS (o8 A R BE R RIS R
112 {55

UM T — ER I T S I A : GCMIS-TQ8050NX Y,
H A 5 H A v 5

5] J& % % 5 - IKA MS3 B, [ R4 7

2l KA Milli-Q 2, 4% [ 8K v 2% A W) 5

BRI T VR 2R AS3120 AU, Ky BLRR BE BN AL R A
R ] 5

+ 4y 2 — K. X205DU B, g 48— FE I £ H= R
5 AR 5

PR 7% : EDAA-HM-01 AU, | ¥fg 22 3% 52 30 L 5 A B
NI
1.2 Kk
12,1 ARAEVRIECH 4T K7 43 S HE A AR I 5%
FH B0 1 W 1 5 HH OB L 2- 2 PR UK W 45 20.00 mg T
20 mL ZF s b, F B E 45, 4 B1A5 ) 1000 png/mL 1y
PR UE LR BT T — 20 CUKAE R AE . B W B 40 W B
B 400 pl FARPRUEE R E 20 mL . D2 E %
e 1 45 3 5 5 3 B2 Ry 20 g/ mL (1 ) IR A B o A A5 0
W 434 ROV AE# PR BB % -Dy 15.00 mg F 20 mL %
W, B E 2 B B BT O 750 pe/mlL 19 R E
fiff #VRW. T — 20 CUKARORAF . R I 200 pL |
RE W E 20 mL . H 05 (%90 & 25 15 8 i it
WRE Ry 7.5 png/ml 18 o [R] AR o it 4 VR

K o [RDVE A b HE A 25 V8 WD W AT R RE L T AR
1.25,2.50,5.00,10.00,20.00,50.00,200.00 ng/L MR A
PRUER VWM - A BB MR BE 5 12 g/ L MBS -D IR
WAE A NAT

15 r TR VR A s A 25 0 YD Ak B JS 1) 245 P R o U TR
PEAT R B CRE S AR 2R )5 2 0 1.2.2) , Bl il % 1. 25, 2,50,
5.00,10.00,20.00,50.00,200.00 pg/L )3 5 B Ar & 51
W

1.2.2 FERLATARER K BTA 2 AR SRR B BILAS B 5
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IO FRE 2 g BER YR T 50 mL BLOAE LA 40 pL
7.5 mg/mL B EE-D, W WA 25 mL Z B, FHEK L
2 500 r/min & 3 min, T B AR H 500 W 1R
#HE 30 min, #E 1 min JFE F3EWR 1 mL & 10 mL ¥k
BLEPEENES 50 mg Cig,20 mg Carb), | i€ 2 min
J& »10 000 r/min #.0> 5 min, B I RT 0.22 pm A HLAH
TR L R

1.2.3  GC-MS/MS 4 #i

(1) M4 0 3% 4 9 Shimadzu SH-RTX-WAX
(30 mX0.25 mmX0.25 pm) 5P A7 I B A A R He
(99.999%0) i i <, Ars HERE IR 250 °C R 43 Wit £ 5
2R VR EE RS AR A 1.00 mL/min, )% FHERT WA
KR AG LB 50 °C o f£4% 2 min, ) 15 °C /min F+ & 230 °C,
F#4+F 10 min,

(2) FTilh o 8 U5 ETUE; 85 IR B 230 °C,
AR 70 eV, R 2% R 1.4 KV, % R EE B B[R]
3.5 min; 2 &AL (MRM) . B(2 pg/mL 38445 i
VI 1.0 pL VSR €03 o BT B A AT A T AR
HARY B RE . #17 MRM 250 A g i 16, 15 3 B 45 5
Mrimsk £ &5 7. F 5 T 63 A8 i RO A R
]

2 giR5ihe

2.1 HEEENRL

211 FERLATAL AR DA AS I IR R A AR
EHEOE TR XY TS, QuEChERSs 34 & i i
f Ak T B —00 35 P A ol 0 Wik B R BC LU B A Ak R AIG
A e T . KRR B R T\ e B R e
(Cig) N-NFEZ — e (PSA) L 7 24k 5 B (Carb) F1 TG K
BREREE . Cis JB F3E M 1 R B 590 7T LA 0 A 4 Ak 5 9 v
PRI A Ak A o i — S A% 1 i B 2 Ak A ) s PSA A —
SE [ AR M A B A AR BA S SR 4 A AL AT L R IR At
T4 W v AR A A A 4 G — S8 5 17 R L A LR 2 5 Carb
2 R B 2 A R R P £ 35 JE K B R R E Ok
B S RE f IR K 4. DUR AL HG Y Cis + PSA 414
AR XT 100 pg/mL R G A5 AE I R AT AL B )5 3R 4y
B X LE AR e ad A FAY 100 pg/ mL ¥R A b5 HEV W, DL 2%
S5 FEER X F AR P2 75 A W B LR ISR 1.

B 1 AT, PSA KBRS . 5-H B I Fn 5-5% H LR
TR A v ) R R S [T O SR A IS L T Cs X B A 4 3 TE
W R 4% H AR 4 B 1 R 3 100 %6 L 6 B 50 mg Cio fE
1 QUEChERs Mg fff $h =2 — & it Cis & Carb WL LA A -
F FIRE 5 AT R L3R 2.

i3 2 AT B2 Carb FHREREIN . B AR 1 IR %
ARG U L2 X 5 T A I A Dl ol S R ) KL 2
FH 50 mg Cis 430 mg Carb I, H g R AL H73.29% ,

BE 2478 | 2022 F 5 B | R@SHH

F1 Cu5 PSABLLEIT 4 TR EE 2% R T4 X 8952

Table 1 Recovery results of four furfurals under

different ratios of C;5 and PSA %

_— - 2-C Wt 5-WEE SR AT
U e R
50 mg Cig 100.20 101.14  100.96 103.12
40 mg Ci3+10 mg PSA 56.51 101.90 69.95 40,27
30 mg Cis+20 mg PSA 43.59 102.28 58.29 25.07
20 mg Cis+30 mg PSA 38.16  103.79 53.94 19.71
10 mg C;3+40 mg PSA 37.83 102.66 53.89 17.10
50 mg PSA 28.70  101.93 43.80 11.86

£2 Cy5 Carb EEbIt 4 FHEBE Y R ORI

Table 2 Recovery results of four furfurals under Cg

and different amounts of Carb %

e L g LM TR SRR
Ik g HE T bl
50 mg Ci3+10 mg Carb 97.86 98.10 97.53 94.08
50 mg Cys+20 mg Carb 97.42 97.17 96.93 92.10
50 mg Cys+30 mg Carb  86.91 96.14 90.60 73.29

B2 Carb ZEHUEL A RAFIBR B R B8 J) . 4556 B %
FIBRZ% 8 J1, % £ 50 mg Cis +20 mg Carb 14l & #
g

BEAE 25 52 TE K B IR B 6 B A 4 [0 i 36 1 5% i), 7R
SR AR RE S TN 50 pg/mL R G FRUER R, 5 &
QuEChERSs AL 35 #EAT 43 B . 45 A % 0], Jo /K i IR 86
N5 AR R B AR R Ry AL g 2P R
YA, % #E 50 mg Cis +20 mg Carb {5 QuEChERs
ESNE N
2.1.2 SAMHEIEFMERE g T SH-I-5SIL, SH-
Rtx-wax,InertCap 1701 MS 3 Fift A [5] 8% 14 19 2 3% A% 3F 47
W H . 552580, SH-T1-5SIL  InertCap 1701MS € 3% #i: 76
AR TR B SCAR S5 A .5 A B AR 4 09 Of B8 B ) L W] LA AE
—E FERE U 3 AT B R] L H T 5 BRI A AR
ORI A B AE R R, Ok ER e & . T
S SH-Rtx-wax #E#FAT 43 H7 I o 5-55 Y Hofge [ €5 3% 05
RPL MR T HEEIET 1R 3, HA 4 M HRY 615
VIR S 8. DR . e SH-Ritx-wax 138 23 85 20 Wy b
R T.5 Firp i £ SH-Rex-wax £ 1 MRM & 3% ] I,
Bl 1,
2.1.3 GC-MS/MS ZAFmfife a5 — b oE i i
FERREE REE-D, (5~ H RS | 2- 2 Wk vk ihg L 5- % HH b I
1A SBT3 1] M L WA BT Y o AR 90 B B 1 1 AR X SR BE R L i
BH bR L& W BB L B2 pg/mL B A BRHEVE W
1.0 L T A SORE 00 3 — 8 R 5 3% A A7 43 B 19 4l O
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5V Ay E kL AE 5~45 Vi3 [ 08 A0 Rl R L A5 B 0
FERY B F X AR BB RS ) MRM 2 800
F A4, 5 Py BTG IS E LA 2~ 18] 6,

22 BRMMHER

X 18 % : QUEChERs-[B i 5 M AR— S48 & % — 5 BR B ik OB U B 20 i o 4 PO EE K4 J

P, i 2 S D T2 286 P o 4 9 JBOK X B PRy AT E ik ©
T BV B B o b R b B IO A B B
IR O IO () PR A T SO 1 i

140 000
5 TIOR3l AE AE Tk 27 43 B v 220 R BT AR 1Y 120 000 - HERED, /2—Zﬂﬁ*ﬁﬂ3€l@
S T 2 59 R 0 10 19 4 KO 15 L9 A A |
MR B2 . 5 L 9 008 AT PR < D g |
=
i 4 . N 4 ] L S5-HE _3 y
3 3MSMEBHOEMLER (S ETERE) # £ 60000 B TAIRE s
Table 3 Column performance three gas chromatographic = 40000f
columns (5-hydroxymethylfurfural) 20 0007
- —— — or
0 A £ B8 B ] /min i e K+ s 5 ‘
SH-Rix-wax 15.630 1.022 ]
Time/min
SH-I-5SilL 8.763 1.244 B 1 5#%EE Wax 4 £ TIC B
InertCap 1701MS 11.646 1.951 Figure 1 TIC diagram on wax column of 5 substances
F4 STHEBRYH MRM &3
Table 4 MRM parameters of 5 targets
%Ll PRI /min - BB T OGn/2)  FETGn/2) Tilf 48 %4 i i o
BERE 7.993 95.00/96.00 39.00/67.20 27.00/15.00/18.00
BERE-D, 8.025 98.00/100.0 42.10 9.00/18.00/30.00
2- LWk I 8.379 95.00 39.00/67.00 6.00/18.00/6.00
5- F 3 e 8.970 110.00 53.10/81.20 15.00/24.00/15.00
5-F% L HE i 15.576 126.00/97.00 97.00/41.10 9.00/6.00/12.00
[ 39.00 [ 95.00
100+ 96.00 100
2 95.00 N
g 80r T 80
#E 60k # 5 60F
Z= &2
£ L a0 Z g4 3900
= =
< [
= o0t 67.20 = ool
67.00
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Figure 2 Mass spectrum of furfural
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Figure 4 Mass spectrum of 2-acetylfuran
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Figure 6 Mass spectrum of 5-hydroxymethyl furfural
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M=—"""-2X100%, &)
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K.

M TN (4 K 5

K o3 J5 I b s 7 R 28 07 R A AR 3R

K3 7 F A ks o il 2 05 A2 19 R

MM AR K 0% ~ 25 % B . 36 B8 A2 B b 9 AE
BER A 5 ROV Y M LA 25 % ~50% B,
VB REI AR 4 HL A v A BN, 2 M 4 % E R T
50 Y6, 6 WA 15 000 B 0 0 3 R R B B A B T Ll
3 7 J5 VG T v H 4R 7 B L B v R M A o T AR
THE MR IEAl 4 Fhorse 5 25 W ot 78 2% i i 5T o 1 5 T &L
IE s 25 R B W] R | 2- 2 TR 1R A L S5 P M TR O I
TR H ELA 55 5 SRS 5 FFY R I A A VA RO A AR
BSEFRONL o 2R FH Ak 0T UG T A o 0 W PR AR A M 3R 4
115 30 ] 50y 45 8 SR HIBRIEE-D, 1Ry AR . 4 T A A
LT
2.3 WMRMESR

K 5 g/ LR A b HE VR 0Z R B L TOURG o I 1V T T
NS TG — R I R4S A T R L LA M L (S/ND =3
oK R B MR (S/NDYZ=10 g 5E R L 15 07 = (0 4G
M1 pg/ke (n=3) & &R H 4.125 pg/kg (n=3).
24 HAEMZRZETE

fig# 1.25,2.50,5.00,10.00, 20.00,50.00, 200,00 pg/L
FR B I TR P O B  2- £ TR Tk R L S- R BE I L5 R O
MEESIR A AR VA W (A T R S A 12 pg/L A
PE-D, A R AR HEAT I 8 DA VRO H CH AR/ RS
JRE AR AT, LA T FR LG CH BR 9/ PO AR D 2 9\ A B 22 1l A 1
TAEMZR . 4 B B ARY B AR P 00 BB O R WL L.
4 PRI TR 2 W) T 1 4 1 [0 1A R R M DG R AR L 5,
2.5 EBEMESHBEE

PRI 21 3 25 b A o L vp 18 3 43 R I AIKL oh L
3 AN R BT B B v T TR S AR 3O AR R S b o R R R

BE 2478 | 2022 F 5 B | R@SHH

RO ATMEBEAYEANAMER EEEPRER
BXERHY

Table 5  Linear range, linear regression equation and
correlation coefficient of four furfural com-
pounds

LRI/ AHR R AL
Yy 44 2 | 5 A )
(pg+ L7H (R?)

T 1.25~200 Y=0.523 6X+0.000 2 0.999 6

2- £, Tk Wk TR 1.25~200 Y=2.516X—0.194 4 0.999 3

- F L b s 1.25~200 Y=1.218 9X—0.103 3 0.999 3

S-¥RHALRERE  1.25~200 Y=0.727 3X—0.105 9 0.999 0

IR 7 ¥ b B S (R I E B SR Y R S L A5 R I
F6, HE 6 AT H, W AF E W B FE 89.10% ~
113.02% , A0 PR v fR 22 76 10 % RA P » 7 35 B9 o 0 ) 5 8
A A K Bk Y

DL 7K ST IR B 5 V5 W A 25 0 g TE HEAT N AR Ak
P51 0,2,4,8,12,24 h 43 HIHEAE 55807 00 B KE %%
BELES 3 AR AN B AR ILER 7, 450 %
W1, J7 TR0 B PRS2 B R B RS 25 /N T 1204 R A
NI
2.6 EBRFEEmRBNE

SR FHAt 36 482 57 19 QUEChERSs-[A] 7 2 P b5 —S M
T — BRI BT R R T AR B 52 i 4% AR S R AT A0 AT L 5
FEERW] L ICER 3 28 R A v B A LRI | 2- 2 T K M L 5
SEMRE | 5-0 T LM RE . AR 40 A8 - BRI 2R ) BT A D

F6 ATEEBEYRE. P 3KEMREE R
RSD
Table 6 Recoveries and RSD of four furfurals at low,

medium and high levels (7=6)

o WK/ PR KT/ Ek3/  RSD/
" (ug* LD (ug+ LD % %

10 9.43 94.32 4.81

B 20 18.28 91.40 1.03
50 46.90 93.80 8.07

10 9.15 91.50 1.86

2- 7, Bk I 20 18.00 90.00 2.01
50 46.09 92.18 6.67

10 9.08 90.80 1.69

5- HT A e 20 17.82 89.10 2.10
50 45.60 91.20 6.45

10 10.50 105.00 5.23

5-F% P L e 20 22.32 111.56 5.94
50 56.51 113.02 2.10
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Table 7 Diurnal and diurnal precision of four furfural

comounds %

&Y HP R (n=6) H AR5 (n=23)
e 2.16 11.77
2- 2. T Wk I 0.85 10.81
5- PP e e 1.08 8.56
5-37 T e 6.35 9.42

RS FHEMDTIMBEBREYRNKHESTEE
Table 8 Detection amount and distribution range of four

furfurals in tea samples

X8 % : QUEChERs-F I E Miz—S &L

TR/ MR / 2-L Tk 5- 1 Xk 5- F Ok
(mg -+ kg™ D % 1k g e T
<0.10 73 94.2 80.8 34.6
0.10<Cx<C1.25 27 5.8 19.2 44,2
>1.25 / / / 21.2

T 0.10 mg/kg, >R 43 A% v 10 Bl IE 2 W 0 & 4 A AE
0.10~1.25 mg/kg, 5-F% HI A I 75 4 7 MR 8 25 9 o A8
XPECE TR AT E AT T 1.25 me/ke, s 0w 3L B
T 6.44 mg/kg, N—F ek, RIS Y AR
et AT RS T REAEAE — A K PR
3 H5E

3 2o % S S SO S A L AL O I AR AL
#N7 T —Fh QUEChERs- [F] {3 % P A7-GC-MS/MS 1 4 ) 4%
I R | 2- 2 TR Ik IR 5 PR I 5% PP S MIE T 4 e
B A 50 BT 06 o IR AE 1.25~200.00 pg/L 4 i &
WG N B R R AP IR 56 &R (RP2>0.999 0053 4 1%
DA RE Sy B g 89.10% ~113.02% , MERI I & . R
FHAZ 7 2% OHE 0 45 ik A o 3 A7 0 o K 3 5% A
Hh A A OB T L 2- 2 B YOk T L 5- P OB R L S-SR b
4 FiORERE 20 0T, He v 55 B OB B 0 A R X A L
R IR E T 6.44 mg/kg, W B A7 TE — 5 I EK 4R
(SRR YN P SEN

5 % 3Tk
(] XUEL, AT B . 5-5% P B B L 2 T 1O R 1ok e ) 5- PP 8k
BT 1 T SRR ARG I 5 32 (D). B BIF S 5 0T 2, 2019, 40(18):
166-170.
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