40

FOOD & MACHINERY

DOI:10.13652/.spjx.1003.5788.2023.80725

G2 B R AR A

FA0EE I BE2208 | 2024 F£4 A | RAESHIM

[ X # 45 ] 1003-5788(2024)04-0040-07

SRS WEXBRNRE

= i 2 A 4 1 JoT B B A

Preparation of matrix reference materials of bifenthrin and

cyhalothrin pesticide residues in green tea
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Abstract: Objective: The preparation method of matrix reference
materials of bifenthrin and cyhalothrin pesticide residues in green

tea was established. Methods: Green tea samples were sprayed

with biphenylthrin and cyhalothrin. The samples were crushed,
screened, homogenized and bottled. After the homogeneity and

stability tests, the quantity value was determined by three
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laboratories, and the uncertainty was evaluated. Results: The
amount values of bifenthrin and cyhalothrin in green tea were
(0.185740.019 7) and (0.207+0.046 6) mg/kg with #=2, and
the confidence interval was 95%. Conclusion: The developed
matrix reference materials of bifenthrin and cyhalothrin in green
tea are homogeneous and stable enough, and the calibration
results are reliable.

matrix reference

Keywords: green tea; bifenthrin; cyhalothrin;

materials; preparation method
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JRE T H AR AL A ) IR R AN S A bR e IR, 5 H S
R 0B B — S0, AT LA TE 4 b AR E 0 45 S 00 o o A
i FE il i A e A B IR O B 2k SR A6 A
Wy TR | AN R ik A 5 o280 07 5 0 W0 435 1L g s o, .
ABEARBRAEY) BT 5 B 25 T — B, AT DL TG b i R S
B T oK, R T IR ) 2 v R A e e ol
it e B A b 7 0 I 5 1 A4 ST S 45 T A et o g bk I A
B AR i ARG G 2 4% vl 306 A 2 TR R0 0 980 50 44 TR AL R A
T T (4 BIF 9 A DL 4

WS¢ L 76 GB 23200. 113—2018 Hl GB/T 23204—
2008 Har i) 75 ik iy F Al b AT O A0 B B ik i A g 2 R
25 T A G R 2 TR R A A v B L T ) B R AR A v
WY AT 35T M R M A 50 S AT SE 0 B A U E
H  IEFEAT AT PRIV LA Sl 5% BB 43 A R oft £ ] 42 it
A
1 MES5Jik
1.1 #HE5RH

AL A &

BN B R U E R : 1 000 pg/mL, £l & AT F 2
5 o St W A 30 D 3 O CR )

K :GB/T 6682—2008 #L & I —Z& K ;

Cleanert MAS-Q 4L 4 : 15 mL, MgSO, 1 200 mg,
PSA 400 mg.Cys 400 mg.PC 200 mg, K E 4 3 A B4
AR F

Cleanert TPT B AHABUAE :6 mL.1 g, RHM g LA
BHEABRA A

TALIERR : 13 mm X 0.22 pm, il SR AR A A

WG IECBE B - (03546, 35 ] T Baker 2 H] 5

SACE ot ol [ 25 AR A IR A .

1.2 XFEMiEE

AR R — BB TR T Y . 8890-7000D Y, 35 [ & HEAS
NEIE

SR EAY . GC-7890B-ECD B, 2 [ 4 HE (8 A 7l 5

77 B v M WE ML . FLBP-200 %1, I3 3E J7 18 £ 5 AL
i RN /N

B, T % 4R 9 s 10 HL . 500-B B, M T 61 3% 43 2 BL
WA BR A ]

AR K78 4 B 0 Hl. TDL-40B B, | g 4 = Bl 25 Y
s

Bom ml iR % g HY-5A B, & 12 W R L 28 4
FR 23 ] 5

JE s 75 A Hei- VAP 5, 7 [ 1538 JR e 28 7

TR EIR % : QL-861 B, 26 [E Thermo Scientific 23 #] ,
1.3 A *

1.3.1 FEAEIE R ARG g & 07 20, A6 — A 2l sr

F7 AU S - R 3 o B 5 B P S SR 9 B UK R R U B9 ) M R O 0 T B B

B KRB = AT, BUA LG 2.5 ke M AL 4 m?,
PEIFJEREZ) R 0.5 cm, RESRBE 20 C L AHX B BE 48%
5 B 2 2 B b v R TR 500 s K R G R Bk
K2 pg/mL W TAEW. T3 B % 840 2 BB %%
250 mL WG FEMETE (9 45 - b o WS A 5 4 ) % AR
it H A 24 LA A /NS R B A I B A e kL S mE R, R
T A TR IE W — i 5. SR, PES) R IR M, i R B
5,24 h JRHEATER 2 %0t 2 (S B0 48 B ot 24 5 2 [) Bt
HAEWR) . WELH 58 UG L K E o MEIT B T R XU i,
B 24 hoE B RS B RE SR oL B 5 L K Ay . KA
T2 F 2 ek e WL %, B $ 35950 . b 80 B i, AT
ZWBPER AT, B IR SIS BURE A 4 TR 3 56 09 2 U R
LA B (10£0.05) g, 3% 250 I, 4025 )5 A AR G JER
AR B B DORLER O B R ORAE L B SRR A A 1 A R R e
Ve IFFFATECS EME

1.3.2 WRRZETR HREAERER B it =K GB/T
232204—2008 Fl GB 23200.113—2018 FH-&ik.

(1) B AT AL PR ol B RIS AR AL 2 g ORI 2
0.01 @ F 50 mL %I Z i &5.0 8 o, m A 10 mL K,
W€ 1 min, # & 30 min, Il A 10 mL Z i, 5 JiE £ i
2 min M A 4 g & AL8, W BE 3 min, 5 000 r/min & L
5 min, WH(AH E i K £ Cleanert MAS-Q 4L 4, 1R
i) 1 min,5 000 r/min & .0 5 min, 58 EH®. H
10 mL Z i ik Cleanert TPT [& 4HZE BUA: . 37 2 i H W »
B 4.0 mL F W E Cleanert TPT [# A1 2 WAk v, H
20 mL Z BB /IME I BT LW T O = AR,
40 CARW e M 4 AT T ¥R 2.0 mL N &
BRI E

(2) RAREE— BTG ALK F: G358 HP-5ms
AN H (30 m X 0.25 mm X 0.25 pm) ;s 83 Hh w 4l
AR B =99.999 %)  FH AL A 1.18 mL/min;
AP EARE  HERE R 1,00 pL. ZEAE IR EE 280 C s MR
WILRIEE 40 °C #4551 min, L 40 °C/min J} & 120 °C, LA
5°C/min J} & 240 °C, A 12 °C/min F+ & 300 C, 14+
6 min,

(3) B4k . EL I B T R T 280 Cs it
LRI 280 °C; LB RETR 70 eV 3 Bl 18 Ay 12 Al 2R (Al i
2>99.999 %) s e B T HIE (SIMD . BEZE 45 s L SR 3
BRI SHLE 1,

(D MO EM R DB-17 A 35 B4+
(30 m X 0.25 mm X 0.25 pm); 35 0 8 4l G (A iE >
99.999 %), 18 ¥ L 2, A W # 1. 00 mL/min; BF K &2
1.00 pL, A4 v gE AL, BERE CLIR B 200 °C 5 46 2% 1 )
320 °C ;MR WILA R JE 150 °C 435 2 min, B 6 C/min
T2 270 °C . A£FF 23 min,
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Table 1 MS/MS parameters of bifenthrin and
cyhalothrin
Hiztb &% HBEFOn/2) TETOn/z) WHHEER/ eV
106 24 44 i 181.2 165.2 25
182.2 167.2 10
181.2 166.2 10
166.2 165.2 20
SR E 5 B 181.1 152.0" 25
208.0 181.0 5
197.0 161.0 5
197.0 141.0 10
T o« HERET.
1.3.3  FIEHIE

(1) o 7 oty 2 2 1) < 4 S0 o T 2 DR 2 24 T A 5 90
BTG IR A B fE ¥ W, B 1 0.01,0.05,0.10,0.25,0.50,
0.75,1.00 peg/mL ¥ 5 A5 i T 28 A1 EE 0047 o T 1 b
2R, TR AR o T Pl 4R R s R 0 A T R B R bR oA T
Al 26 2R R I P 25 56 00 4 i A 3 O 92 1 4 4 LR
WCHEATEC ] LA e ok B O e A A L 0 TT B A A A AL 4
il b il 2k

(2) 778 a0 B FORS 25 8 B S i 1,2, 10 LOQ
3N B KT B Tk R 2 TR AN 4l U024 TR I 2 i A [
e,

1.3.4  FESKAME  ARIE GB 5009.3—2016,

1.3.5 FEmASMR R AR JJF 1343—2022, N 4RIE
ol BB RE S 2 A A0 A R P 4 4 5 A A R
7 11 FE AR 1 0 5 PP 3 2 BE AL B 30 A f ke BT A
BOTI 1 SRR E 4 SR TSR £ i — A 5 R ORI
AH TS AT E . SR SRR 3R O 22 43 A 1k R AT AU 4t
THA BT B R SR T A

1.3.6  FEanfREMEA S RS JIF 13432022, HEEH
i F—18.40 C R 1.3,5.7,9 d By %8 IR 1 s e 1
SR HEN RS TER T 1.3,6,12 AW
KWk ek, MBI 2 M non, RHAHA
Tl BRI T AN AT I S AN RO AT I 3 B
W RM ISR R RRE .

1.3.7  FESEME  ARYE JIF 1343—2022, K JH 52 86 55 Bk
GUMEEMEN T X, B3 G BB A SR, 1
A SIS = B HL R B — A RE S E 3 A TAT, HlE S — W
PRk 48 S 5, 7 350 3 R v AT R 0 AR ] 4% 1.3.2
Bl ARG 0 vk HEAT AR I . TR R Sk w i ik
RSO KI5 . BT A SR 1 T 3 AE S SR AR
TR AR .

1.3.8  R#fE BEIPAG A Bl 3 F A Al Ak ¥ A
WA SIS0 RE BE o, » S5 08 8 T A0 00 B M AT A
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2 #R50e
2.1 ZMEFEMERYM

HH 3R 2 AT, 6 24 48 TR A 4 9805034 TR 19 4 OC R 4L R?
¥1>>0.999, LR PE R B A SR A SOM 35 SO AU 635
BRI T T S S 3R R AR ¥ > 50 %, Ay 5 R TR R
I, B4 B o ) 5 A T AR AT R,
2.2 HEBEEMERE

128 3 T2, TG 2 2 TR R G 960 44 T 0% SF 25 [l %
H95.2%6~108.5 %% , ELAR G b o A 25 <<7.14 %4, i 2 7 (i
ZKR,
2.3 &FKSNE

PRI 1 g SRZRHEAT K 43 W0 2 P47 5 R, AR g &
KOS RN 4.76 % ARXT R ER 228 0.274 %,
2.4 HEMESH

HRAE JIF 1343—2022 X b i 49 5T R b 35 50 P 1F A
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Table 2 The matrix effecct, linear equations and correlation coefficients () of bifenthrin and

cyhalothrin in different instruments

& SRV E] JE IR R Edcwyi LIPS
(pg* mL™D
GC 10 25 45 e sl — Y=2.30X10"x+35.7 0.999 90 0.01~1.0
SRR 70.5 Y=1.62X10'z+281.8 0.999 73
AFTHRE WA — Y=7.32X10"z—489.2 0.999 72
SRR ELT 51.8 Y=3.80X10'z—223.2 0.999 85
GC-MS-MS B4 4515 gl — Y=7.73X1052—76 329.5 0.999 40 0.01~1.0
GEAHEETR 120.5 Y=9.32X1052+241 727.6 0.999 88
AFFHER WA — Y=1.27X10°x—15 158.8 0.999 88
GERIETR 130.6 Y=1.66X10°x+1 519.8 0.999 22

T = T U .
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Table 3 Recoveries and limits of quantification and precisions of bifenthrin and cyhalothrin

in different instruments (n=26)

(& Atifes  Jndrit/(mg« kg™ WU/ % MIXARMERZE/ % E&EE LOQ/(mg -+ kg™ D)
GC T 9 45 Tt 0.05 99.3 7.14 0.05
0.10 99.4 3.05
0.50 95.2 2.32
SR A iR 0.05 108.5 4.81 0.05
0.10 108.0 3.92
0.50 103.6 3.04
GC-MS-MS B 245 0.05 105.2 5.83 0.05
0.10 97.8 4.69
0.50 98.4 2.68
ST R 0.05 98.7 3.05 0.05
0.10 102.9 3.57
0.50 104.8 2.68

15 AR BT iR B e ) 250 S BATT L SR 43 2 BE ML
P 75 A 4 5 WU Hl B 30 426 81T, L ARLIIE 8 ) 1 B
A Y BT I L34 A0 b 43 A TR AL RE S A BTl ST
TE 1R 7 224001 1k (F R 56 10 i 4 0 4%
AT G 0T AR W 4,

M AR AL Am A B E R 9. AN A BB 20,4
Fo5(9,20) = 2.393, 5% FH A AR (3l 0 2 2K 45 g F =
1.28, A EE 4608 F=1.93, % S A 6 3% — 5 565 3% )
ETRARLETR F=0.417, & F 46 BR F =0.935, I 4% 24 e
AR SN0 F A 30 3/ F 06 58 AT A 35 1
F2 5, WAk ZR P R 4 W T A U3 T O R R B 1 A
2.5 REMITEMH
2.5.1 BRI HRR S LR ¢ R IT
flife ek, AHER 3, BFE KT 0.95,40.0m. =3.18. B

HHWEAE — 18 C T ¢ =0.002 52,40 C F WY ¢t =
0.001 83, A FAGME/E —18 C FHY 1 =0.004 32,40 CF
B t=0.004 29, ¥/ T I F{H . 2 B 5L 0k 45 ok 9 o 76
— 18,40 CHM TR 9 d SRR E M, el LB EK.
2.5.2 KW EHEIEMS mERe M. AMERN 3, BFE
IKAF 0,952 0,055 = 3. 18, BE IR B i ¢ = 0.007 89, %2 & , S
R ¢ =0.003 53, 8. ULIARESTE 12 AN ER
SE (1 ELT 2R B RG2S
2.6 EE

T 7 T, 2Kk T b A 0 2% U E0K R 44 1R R R R
BT ro T or, TS (0.05.3) 4 PN B AR 06 G R AME L B
TEAS LG U P A L B A A A SRR A B € <<C (0.05. 3.,
3D 2 )RR SRS B 45 A (R L T R

43



2L 5% SAFETY & INSPECTION BE 2708 | 2024 £ 4 B | BRS5HM

x4 HMHUERITER x5 AHBEEZFUHER
Table 4 Statistical analysis results of homogeneity Table 5 Statistical analysis results of short-term
testing mg/kg stability testing (n=26) mg/kg
e Tk K 2 i SR BR W s I R 2 iR A E A B
Ei= N
GC GC-MS-MS GC GC-MS-MS [a] /d —18 C 40 C —18 C 40 °C
1 0.151 0.174 0.237 0.251 0 0.180 0.180 0.240 0.240
2 0.156 0.175 0.234 0.241 1 0.174 0.184 0.229 0.236
3 0.142 0.192 0.212 0.228 3 0.189 0.192 0.252 0.257
4 0.165 0.164 0.244 0.228 5 0.183 0.176 0.252 0.241
0.109 0.163 0.169 0.251 7 0.172 0.177 0.230 0.241
6 0.168 0.177 0.249 0.232 o o1 0.175 0.238 0.217
7 0.162 0.188 0.239 0.240 - H{H 0.177 0.181 0.239 0.238
3 0.164 0.216 0.236 0.256 B —0.000 850 —0.001 650 —0.000 700 —0.002 700
9 0.164 0.184 0.235 0.260 Bo 0.181 0.185 0.241 0.247
s 0.007 840 0.005 710 0.013 400 0.013 300
10 0.170 0.188 0.238 0.228
s(B1) 0.000 791 0.000 577 0.001 360 0.001 350
11 0.179 0.214 0.248 0.248
10.05.3 3.18 3.18 3.18 3.18
12 0.166 0.190 0.234 0.218
t*s(B1) 0.002 52 0.001 83 0.004 32 0.004 29
13 0.166 0.194 0.226 0.250
14 0.169 0.200 0.235 0.265 N
6 KHABREEZFIHTER
15 0.164 0.181 0.222 0.236 Lo .
Table 6 Statistical analysis results of long-term
16 0.172 0.204 0.232 0.221 - _
stability testing (n=56) mg/kg
17 0.156 0.149 0.212 0.218
W ) i o A i P
18 0.169 0.185 0.236 0.246 M =R/ H AR A L
1 0.168 0.230
19 0.160 0.192 0.223 0.259
3 0.210 0.229
20 0.172 0.196 0.233 0.241
6 0.189 0.221
21 0.158 0.134 0.221 0.251
12 0.195 0.225
22 0.163 0.204 0.224 0.249 e e D
O 0.190 0.226
23 0.161 0.176 0.220 0.265 _
A —0.003 75 —0.001 00
24 0.168 0.158 0.231 0.236 B0 0.185 0.229
25 0.158 0.199 0.218 0.229 P 0.011 00 0.004 90
26 0.167 0.155 0.233 0.210 NED) 0.002 48 0.001 11
27 0.138 0.184 0.198 0.249 L0.95m—s 318 3.18
28 0.169 0.165 0.231 0.198 X5 () 0.007 89 0.003 53
29 0.166 0.146 0.228 0.220
_______ s0 - o0lds7 0204 0230471 R7T BATEUEREMBELCERLRSE
BOFRE S 0.161 0.182 0.227 0.236 Table 7 Statistical analysis of characterization
2 1] 22 0.001 81 0.001 0.00 0.003 694 s A e . By, .
2 1] 22 97 F 816 868 3 336 36 G I 4 A TG SR AU TG
HNZEH A 0.003 141 0.009 944  0.003 839  0.008 778 1 0184 0.190
2 6] % 0.000 202  0.000 208 0.000 371 0.000 410 2 0.178 0.213
ZlNJI%  0.000 157 0.000 497  0.000 192 0.000 439 3 0.193 0.219
F 1.280 0.417 1.930 0.935 BNYE AT o1ss 0207
ri 0.400 0.793
2.7 BEAFREYRAIHEMTEE - 0.600 0.207
(1) W A5 TR (BN 0 B2 - 3 S0 M Al (9 S 1 o J €0.05,3) 0.970 0.970
oy —0.003 10 me/ke 3 i 5 P 31 A KR B0 5 B . — ¢ 0.561 0.616

0.002 52 mg/kg, K W] & 51 A B R 8 B u = €€0.05,3,3) 0.798 0.798
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0.007 89 mg/kg,%fﬁxﬁfﬁﬁifﬁ U char — 0.004 36, UCRM —
ity Tufs Fude b =

0.003 10°+0.002 527 +0.007 89*+0.004 36° =
0.009 86 mg/kg ,Ucrm =k Xucrn =2 X0.009 86 mg/kg=
0.019 7 mg/kg.

P AR S BE T Ak 45 SR AT A0 0 BB 4 R R 1R E T
HREE R B R 3 O K R T A B S i R
JUERREY) BT K R e TR A % B S BT
o o 0 o R e O i — 2B O R AR AR T,

(2) G EH TE A2 (H A0 & 35 50 M DA 1 R i
BE = 0.000 983 mg/kg, i& fii 4 1 51 A 0 1w BE
Uy =0.004 32 mg/kg, KT E MG AR E B wie =
0.003 53 mg/kg, & H A E R uaw =0.022 6 mg/kg,

— 2 2 2 2 —
UcrRM = wiy T uts b T =

0.000 983*+0.004 32°+0.003 53*+0.022 6° =
0.023 3 mg/kg -Ucgm =k X ttegn = 2 X 0.023 3 mg/kg=
0.046 6 mg/kg.

FH ST 5 B2 DT Ak 25 S ml 0, o 4 90 44 i 19 AN A
FEDTHRE RN R 3R B O B A o (BN i B, R WA
A fE AT A v, 6B R (E Y 52 58 2 0 AR — ARk
T8 A5 o SR FH [R] — b UC A8 A o 395 B 3 A A o, I 3 5 S
I HEAT BT 4R D R 0B (BT S LA S A E B
R TH B A 0 O R
3 g5

5% SR N 05 G Oy 20 57 1 — Fil 4t 2% vl S R A% o
Wy T 28 7 1, R T 7 vk il A T — b 4 2 R R A TR
G FUE S TR AR B AR AR M T R 535, R AR e,
TE 25T E . BIF Y B AR ol 9 BT T T 5 3 = o e 4R
Tl 5 76 5 2 T ] A% bR AT R e 1 BB A A T A U
B TR 5% B AN TAE 7 B A R R S HANE ., SRR
RZASHEEM LR 8 mD. Gk RS 58
A 5256 2, dE— 25 PR IF 8 (8 45 5 1 AT Sk
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