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Elimination Rules of the Semicarbazide in Environment and Assessment of Semicarbazide in the Channel

Catfish(Ietalurus Punetaus ) Tissue
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Abstract: Accumulation and elimination of semicarbazide (SEM ) in channel catfish (letalurus Punetaus ) tissue and pond under practical
farming laboratory conditions were studied. We took the method of splashing nitrofurazone in whole pond, and the same sizes of channel cat—
fish (124.13+25.2)g were exposed to freshwater containing semicarbazide for one year at natural conditions. The concentrations of SEM in
environmental (water, mud ) and tissue(muscle, skin ) samples was determined by liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometric (HPLC—
ESI/MS/MS). The results showed that semicarbazide concentration in water and tissue decreased quickly in the beginning, then the elimina—
tion trends started to level off and maintained a certain concentration fraction in certain period, but the semicarbazide concentration in mud
presents downtrend in the overall period without a linear progression. The SEM in skin was enriched in the first five days, then the content of
SEM represents decreased linearly over time. The elimination half-life of SEM in water, muscle and skin were 1.7 d, 2.09 d and 2.42 d, re—
spectively. Semicarbazide concentrations in channel catfish and water were below 0.5 pg-kg™ at the end of the experiment except mud. The
concentration in the channel catfish and the environment present significant correlation(P<0.01), but the SEM was not enriched obviously
in the tissues of channel catfish.
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lation
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W IR PG AR ( Nitrofurazone , NFZ ) J&—Ffb 245 AU
IR IS T 24, FEAE IR N 2 e, i
A Bl N E N BRI R 24 B IR (Semicarbazide,
SEM)!, Rif5E 2R, SEM BEfS 541 41U 1 it K%
gh G KRB B TR FERR P A5 T W AR 11
HORE TR IS, I B 808 B A A 7 B¢
PRSI, TRk IR S 2 P 5 B <R P T P
) B A , DRI A KR AR RT3 [ ke G A i
T2y e B & & KoK r=shy b5 A A 30 1 2
EFH VAR IR A T I 0 R 2B AR H A
JH PR IR 24 245 49 7 SEZ 5 ARG 00 e ook g P AR 40 5
PRI GBIA R AR FLR R JCE e A TR L FEK
FER AL N T AL RS b T 22 Ak IR v AR 4 A
TR T 255 B S R B B EHH
FT ] P A8 8 A X I T REMEIEA TAHDC AT . ARG
PABE s, SRR Ry 524800 52, 38 e X K AR A 7
PRI PRI 2, B YOG RS Hh kg P AR AR
SEM FE7KAA TR £ PR I Bz o A 25 LR A
PEATRIZE RIS, DA PR5E b (o FH ke me PG RO B 55 S
TR 2L 2% BR 11 IXUBRS , A B SRR i v 2 i
B BRI IHIR IR LS55 I Rk — 2L L 2 (o P 4 2
DL K 7 it v il Bk i 2 2 1 1 W s R R 2
A

I #RE5FE

L1 w48

SIS ) - Al B s SR e LA Ak T K
JRRAE SR T R (124.13£25.2)g. IRBGHTZEMBIE
RIFE (1 mx2 mx 1.5 m) R 1A B4 H B
8 SR /F 6 sl S MRBE A SRR ARD R, Ffie oK it o

25 ity B aa R - kil P AR Qi 420 (SEM) s o it ( 4
J#>93.5% , Dr.Ehrenstorfer GmbH ) ; SEM-"C—-"N, $5 #f
it (213 >99% , 7 [/ Wegita) ; Wk IR P AR J50H ( 40 5 >
90.1% , i ik 24 A PR w1 ) 5 FR B (835 48, 56 [
J.T.Baker) ; LC—-MS water( 3£ [E CNW); Z & &% (/0 #r
afi, 3¢ [ J.T.Baker) ; —AHHAR I EE (3 A4l , JL U sl
ik TARAH] ),

XS : ARG AR {07 — FR IR BT (Suryeyor ms pump
plus, suryeyor autosampler plus, Thermo tsq quantum
acess max ) }Z Thermo LCquan 2.6 4 K5 A0 PR
F 303 Y4 % B0 WL H S Hitachi 20PR-520 )
Mettler—toledo AE-240 AU %8 Hy K (446
MZ 2w ) s FS-1 i AL (A ik A A AT TR

] s TR AT (g RARA A AR TS ) ) s AR
X (Aosheng , LM BLEALZRA BRA ] )
1.2 ik
1.2.1 B35 R A

JR B B K 35.8 m, FE 20 m, P Bk
I 0.9 m, KARFE A 644.0 m® i 3t . B [RIRE R/ NR
# (1 mx2 mx1.5 m) 557 a0t 1 BCE P HES F
b, B T A EE B34k 4 m, BRI TE i R S
17 m(E 1), FREL 644 ¢ WRIGPEARERY , F 10 L K H
HEFT— 8 AR K ORI PO MR VR A T 4 i DR T
ot b HP R IR P AR VRIS YR B0 1 mg- L' 3G 30 1A]
(2011 4£ 07 J1 11 HZE 20124 06 A 05 H)&:H 4
8 AR A 6 A MEBE A A RE, FHid K.
F 4255 1.3.5.10.15.30.45.60.90 d------ RN
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Figure 1 The position of net cages in pond

FEARAE B — IR SR 5 R AR 5 Oy FREE A
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1.2.2 #E A

i B e N RFERITE AR 783 5 /A 45 -1-2006
oK™ il HH R SRk Il 2IS G 3 4 ke B A 00 A £
T - HR I BT T DA T, A ek B .

KSR LE AL R VR IR ILEY KR KA
JEUHE S IR T A SRR, WUAPRE 2.0 g CR§H 2
0.01 g) Bz FRARHaATE: i i AR IO T S pR R I AR
B 10.0 g K5 A 5] 0.01 ¢) YT 50 mL 2.0, K
FEHC 50 mL - 120 mL SRFE 4350 A 0.05 mL
100 ng*mL™" AR TAEW (SEM-"C-"N,) % fig 50 s, F
JA 100 WL #eEhFE A1 0.15 mL 0.05 mol - L 2—fif§ J 4
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V25T, A TiE 50 s I, 37 CBEEdR Y 16 b,

PEEGAAL  BURRE T OB R A B =, £
A 1.0 mol - L™ B RS, —# vk , W15 pH 2 7.0 ~7.5,
AKEE TR LR R BRI 30,2010, 10 mL Z, %
CERIZUIR RS 5 min, & 30 min, ;U ZER T
RO HEE LREAE, B9F LI TGO, T
40 CHEREZE R 2T 5 LR RO JZ A >R A 1 mL )

RULANE T, 1 0.2 wm JEIE, FFIN 5 KRR FRE JEAE

KM 2 mL LR CERIA: B 3 R, 2 BOR T 10 mL
B, T 40 CEMEL T, 1 mL 404G sh 2 %,
1 0.2 wm JEE, Bl

(1) 5

Hypersil Gold C18(100 mmx2.1 mmx3 pm) JiZ
A s AR 30 °C Y 0.2 mL-min™'; YEFE 2 20.0
wLo APV S5 (32 1) A A HEE, B A4 5 mmol -
L CRREETT -

| RIBRERBIZRE

Table 1 The mobile phase gradient elution program

i 8] /min A% B/% i /mL e min™
0 20 80 0.2
3.00 40 60 0.2
8.00 40 60 0.2
8.01 20 80 0.2
11.00 20 80 0.2
(2) it o3 544

TIPSR 55 1 IR (HESI) , 1E 825 A o)
FHERE R W (SRMOARE ; 525 HL . 3000 V5 I P fife
B 0 V85T 40 arb; 5l B SUE 77 20 arb; filf i
SRS HEST, 1.5 m Torr; 2 1% i B 41 R 350
C;Q1PW0.7,Q3 PW 0.7, BFE T EMERE FXF B
X FIRE AR o L3 2.

&2 R AR R E B AR MRS &
Table 2 Spectometric parameters of SEM and SEM-"C-"N,

Vaie?| (SRS TET Tl AE
Analyst Parention Pruduction  Collision energy/V
SEM 209 166* 7
192 11
SEM-"C-"N, 212 168 9

T BTN e B X

(3)FnfE R i 28 S [ 15 4 2 Bl o

PRUERh B il 25 . FOl S SEM MREE R 1.2.5,
10,2050 ng-mL™", 5% 5 ng-mL™ NARAGACHE BERRUES
W Z2 9 B &5 SEM ¥ 4 50,100,200,500, 1000 ng -

mL™, % 5 ng-mL™ PIBRAY &R PR AES I R A 1E
HPLC/MS/MS 43 #7, A4S SEM 5 SEM-"C-"N,
T FRAY FOAE X W REAL AR, SEM W Y A8 HR , 2216l
PRI, SR 5 FRRIAH G 22 80 s IS =8
FIKFEFNZS IR LA B R B 2 ) ) &5 2 2 2K
2K 25T, S TAL BRI 5 K5 Ak 3 A%
FELR MR (R 250 o e v P e SO AR R ARSI FR

ISR SR 2% FE S < [ =C/Cox 100% (Hoh
C, 728 FUKIR 22 R 25 FUULIAL RS R Ik P 4%
IIA—E N SEM CRIPRAER IR, FREHE S TAb 3T
TP ERE G e SEM 1 BT  Co MM —E it
i) SEM L MBS ) » 725 LA 25 LR IR V25 1
IKFEFNZS FIRCTR H 43 A I 5 AV B KT I s o
W, SRRV b BT VR 451 1.0.10.0.,50.0,
100.0.200.0 pg-kg™, 7K1 24 1.0,10.0.50.0.100.0,
200.0 pg- L7 BRI AR S, H NI S NEE 1
WEE AN 5 R, IR H N ACH AR %

(4)FESLH SEM 1145

2o AL PR AT ARRE S e BE SRS A, Ky
PR BN AR S SEM JIr X o 1) 06 1T AR ELAC A AR HE il
2, B2 SEM (U BEAEL . A it ke PO AR5 4 5%
MDA G R TR 2 e -

:CixV (1)
m

O X A I P ARG Y 5 L g kg B
ng-mL™; C; g FE i A WP SEM YKL ng-mL™; V
NI LSE AT, mLym A BT, g
1.2.3 Hlasb 2

RGBSR RN R A S IR ] g 0 E  Nezip
HEF R A, K FH Microsoft Excel 2007 #E4731585 1
22l WEBRITAER A C=Coe™ , Horp C FIRZ5YIURTE
Co 5% R THBR AT 2 I #UE (g - kg™ 3¢ ng-mL™),
k FORTHBRE AL

2 #XR

2.1 WRAEMEARESHEXRE

£ 1~50.0 ng-mL™ F1 50.0~1 000.0 ng-mL™" {5 FE
SEM £ 56 2R AT IR EE L il Y=0.023 405 4+
0.130 627x, = e L 1 5 B - ¥=0.080 163 1+
1.325 241 7x, HAHCHEFEEL 2 39K T 0.998 8.,
22 FERNR EWESEZRE

A S5 T KFE SEM J7 ik A FR A 0.02 ng -
mL™ WL R RS YR o SEM Jr i A6 I B 35

X
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0.5 pg-kg™o WU HR JKFERUETRH 5 AN ik
HOIAR A SEM SE- 34 [RIISCE R 96.32%~108.65%
ARG H RS2 5 H DR B /N T 10%.
2.3 SEM 7EBE s X FE fi AL P9 7 £ 7 AR R AR T
B

FE DA SEM (1406 I AR 43 515 2GR AR R 3
PRIG TR F A, A ARRUERR i, vT ISR H SEM
TEBE S SCRAMLP | 8 7 LA B 57 5 PRI v il ik B (i
(F3). W 2 & 3 FE 4 Fis LA KR $ SEM,
FESCIOHT 30 d BV N RS, EEAZE T
R B LA 270 d KA H KR H 270 d JE R4
DUBR 5 8 R H7ESF 3 d RIS 5 d RBUE M E S,
B bR R, 30 d i E AR R BB, 5 300 d
75 F AR BR 5 RSB SEM % {4 5 28 7 ARG (ke 3
AF R —E ML R, 25 330 d, KR SEM
() AT AR o AR
2.4 ALA . EZRKFAZK{RH SEM JHERSHItL R

BE 2 )40 FRAS 3 2 2 KoK AR v 25 i (C)
SiBF1R] () R R A THBR B2k R A SePERR B0 () BTl
B2l (T0) (35 4) . SEM ZELIA 2 Rk RE R iy
THBRE I Tuo(d) N B RS WL > oK R = [l 7K Ak

2.5 PR X EMARSIREH SEM S EHHEXMES
i 22 SPSS16.0 BEATASENE /AT, TR AHE &
B S,

3 it

3.1 ZiXEh B SLI IR B

SR (SEM)— BRI IA 2 R I VU bR ) 4R AR
W, VR I b AR T R IR P AR AR R
WFFER T, XTS5 K™ i =, B T 52 sh P i
Fe IS R SEARE M _E R Z A 2R A i @ AR
oK™ S RAT A S RE)” A AR HR B 4RE o A5
5 AR s SRR Ry 32 180 G HEBR 1 32 idshy A B
HE ALK U B0 s X SER PR ORIRFIR U ) L&
Pt A BE s SURR B IEAT T AV £ , 45 R AT SEM,
WOk 7SR AT A e TR, R4 O s T DX ke IS
DURT- WL SR , 58 AR SEPRIRIH 25 1F T ik
Frsmy, A S B Al R A& 5P
3.2 SEM FEIME R B = X EfnA R Ik B IERREE R

551 d BB R LA R I AR AR 2
BT R 1 SEM, [R] PRI ] A v T AR
5 1 d KA BT B & it SEM, n] BB T

F3 1 mg L BRI MILIEFER SEM FEFRANE B A X BB R HE)RE (n=5)

Table 3 The concentrations of SEM in aquaculture environment and channel catfish(letalurus Punetaus ) tissue after

1 mg- L' nitrofuranzone splashed into the pond(n=5)

IR DY AR SEM (28D )

i e Ik ik ok i DA
Muscle/pg-kg™ Skin/pg kg™ Intermediate water/ng-mL™ Edge water/ng-mL™"  Intermediate mud/pg-kg” Edge mud/pg-kg™
1 28.95+1.54 75.26+10.03 133.53+£18.85 165.48+34.76 92.85+5.62 101.77+£17.98
3 27.68+1.12 86.20+0.02 77.63+£7.52 91.15£12.05 37.70£3.79 144.15+6.34
5 23.06+1.08 84.87+17.72 50.15+13.23 56.66+6.25 25.08+1.73 37.47+0.86
10 19.88+0.45 57.11+4.87 33.10+£0.42 30.94+2.35 21.52+0.31 60.21+5.22
15 10.53+£0.97 38.16+£12.42 26.83+3.31 26.83x1.77 70.09+5.33 98.24+8.45
30 5.27+0.70 20.97+5.64 16.29+0.24 15.15+0.07 78.16+£9.48 83.64+3.40
45 4.65+0.88 15.52+6.13 14.71£0.19 12.5+0.74 81.63+5.41 67.75+8.54
60 2.84+0.87 13.42+4.85 9.66+0.57 6.90+0.18 74.50+4.33 64.03+1.64
90 2.01+0.58 11.31£6.15 7.89+0.33 5.90+0.23 8.31+0.61 47.52+0.01
120 1.67+0.26 8.86+3.61 5.23+0.17 5.30+0.20 14.91£1.55 8.48+1.12
180 1.26+0.52 8.28+5.44 4.46+0.12 5.06+0.12 19.54+2.09 66.02+6.58
210 0.99+0.20 6.68+0.29 2.21+0.07 2.50+0.07 18.89+1.17 34.71+0.23
240 0.93+0.23 6.30+0.57 0.94+0.03 1.13+0.03 5.66+0.47 22.88+2.23
270 ND 2.66+0.22 0.56+0.14 0.75+0.02 4.78+0. 30 13.22+1.08
300 ND 0.86+0.24 0.26+0.03 0.30+0.02 8.29+0.21 9.83+0.39
330 ND ND 0.24+0.03 0.21+0.02 1.20£0.11 4.74£0.56

7 DN— KA Hi . Notes:ND-no detection.
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Figure 2 The curve of SEM concentrations—time in channel catfish(letalurus Punetaus ) tissue
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Figure 3 The curve of SEM concentrations—time in aquaculture water
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Figure 4 The curve of SEM concentrations—time in mud
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REARER | B AR IR PO M5 LA Qi A AR

Yy SEM, LK EAE MR EA SEM. WF5E R H,

IR P AR AT ATEA™ it AR ) PP B AR N 2 Y
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Table 4 The equation of elimination curve and correlation index in channel catfish(letalurus Punetaus )tissue and aquaculture environment

SRR Sampling location JiFE Equation FHFEEL Peorrelation index T Tp/d
LA Muscle (€=50.193¢-3" 0.972 7 2.09
2k Skin (C=148.66e"%" 0.933 1 242
] KA Intermediate water (=213.55¢704% 0.974 6 1.70
NGEIKAK Edge water C=214.79¢ 4" 0.974 6 1.70

RS HRAXEMARSREH SEM SEHEXMES T

Table 5 The correlation coefficient of SEM in channel catfish(letalurus Punetaus )and aquaculture environment

LAY iV LRIV JUE 9/ 3 A1 IR ]
Muscle Skin Intermediate water Edge water Intermediate mud Edge mud Time
JILIAl Muscle 1
a1 )7 Skin 0.985%* 1
FLL KA Intermediate water 0.913%* 0.854%* 1
N2 KFE Edge water 0.890%* 0.826%* 0.668%** 1
HLJEEJE Intermediate mud 0.392 0.359 0.520%* 0.497 1
2V Edge mud 0.674%* 0.660%** 0.668** 0.639%* 0.686%* 1
[ [E] Time -0.718%* —0.744%* -0.619* -0.571%* -0.569* -0.631%* 1

T2 FORAHOCHE 3 (P<0.05) 3 % FoRAHDCHE 2 % (P<0.01) .,

Note: *donates significant correlation( P<0.05 ) ; ** donates extremely significant correlation(P<0.01).

SEM F= B4 Y PRI Hh ki VE AR 1) R A

AR SZIG PRI TR WG N 1 mg - L7, TG 21 4 JUL
A R IR TR AIKFE TR SEM f5e ik B 4351 Ry 28.95
75.26 .144.15 pg-ke™ F1 165.48 ng-mL™", = L
S FRIE TR TR BE 1Y 2.90% .7.53% 14.42%F1 16.55%,
A ARSI 25 T R AE LA A PSR FE PR
TRk SEM %Ak 28 X B4, LAY Rz e Ji Bl
WAL T IEE T B fa A AR G X2 R A e (H
ASZIGAF LA T SEM 440K 5 HAWBF R 25 R4
B IX ) - B AN 3 B 1 98 mg-kg ™! IR
Mg s ], £ L PR b A D AOZ e i 5% Ak 32 24
0.25% ; (R YL 125 B Rt I 30 mg kg™ - d ™ Ak
MR , B AL AOZ i s e Al 3 24 Ay Tk i
A i 5 g o ) 17135 AR AR AT A 20 mg-kg™! IR
MR P P 94 RS2 80 i G T S JUL A v SEML e i Ak R
N 0.56% , [F] ik 330 5y 15 1k e e i s ] 465 245 T 1Y)
SEM #:4b%, L, AR 25 20T, 44 SEM
SRRE I FEAHAIRD, [ et 150 B et b A U T 1
Jr AT REHE Y 5 R AR N SEM 1) RFH

ARSI AT I , B0 A5 SO AL PR Hh ook g P AR A R4
SEM ¢ i 715 b B A 5 1 7 25 A5 70 R 22 6 LI vh
SEM JHBR LA AL, #6220 B 208 TR ,30 d J5
PEAZEAS T bR B Be T Rpg e it 1], & 180 d {5 T

ROBR . FFASSEEG T (R 30 ) IEARF 9 A £ 10
H KA, RS B S B B A R, AT
ABJE S EGITA SEM Pk I Ay s 225 8, JEA 11 H
J&, KRR, SEM He i B 5L 3 25 18 R i
B B RS SR 7 R rhk e PE AR5 SEML S B
M-S IUAA AN, R B & m TILA L5 3 d
e g B B R W  (86.20+10.02)wg - kg™, Bifi 5
A BRI . X T REE iR T2 R B B,
W B0 5 SRR A 3 (B2 ) 1 POk g 8 b 24 T 3k
R SEM, T ik AR N Y 25 i fa ik 5 B
R AW R BN b, KA ) SEM
W PRI E SEFTE HN SEM AN bR B
FRAEIREE TP EER R VAR, 55— 2 i 2o e )
PR 5 B A RS R i, A2 SEM &
PR T BRI . FESC IR TR Bk B SR 1%, 8%
Je T BRI R - R H AR S KB ] o 9 AAR S 5%
P, WL Ktz b SEM 23 () 58 25 /N F HiAE
KEEOPER O ], AT RE S 45 20 0k (A 205
YIRBERIEAZE SRI 22 5 6 . DA IIFSE M, £ K
WTF RO KRR i ARG B R I Y SEM (13205
HORERFE N 55 XS IR 2, AU IR
568, T IO K R ) 7 S8 8RR U W B L B A= R A
JEREFRAE FHAR AT BE R0 SEM THBRAVINZE
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Sy A SR A U ) JRU i) A8 b 3 R A $4 50 4 ]
R, A S0 A () 1) SRAE R TR Ry - K b R 3
BEALREL 5 YOKAEFRIRTR , 7Kt (BSR4 5 UK ER A
JICUE , ST R A LR R AE (R 35 510 | ol i A5 S 56 45
R HARREE . BRI, R AR AR R 2K A4
o SEM Wk EE W25 SR 25 R I 3 s . shZok
WM PG ARG SEM A vk Bk (165.48+18.85)
pg ke, i 2 B T (P<0.01) i) KA (133.53+34.76)
pg-kg™, 55 3 d FORFELE A, K FE S I GOk R
SEM ¥ B {l Jo 2% S (P>0.05 ), iX Al g2t T1EZ5
WG , AV i 0 )i 24 32 3 AU 7 FH 1l s RBUE PR
B, W FECE IREE R B R B B2, LRE
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