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Residual Dynamics of Azoxystrobin in Strawberry and Soil
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(Beijing Key Laboratory of Safety and Control on Harmful Microbes and Pesticide Residue in Agricultural Products , Beijing University of A—
griculture, Beijing 102206, China )

Abstract: Field trial and gas chromatography were carried out to study residual decline and final residues of azoxystrobin in the strawberry
and soil. The results showed that when the added concentration of azoxystrobin ranged from 0.05 mg kg™ to 1.0 mg-kg™, the recoveries
changed from 97.16% to 99.78%, and the coefficients of variation varied from 1.89% to 3.67%. Meanwhile, the limit determination of azoxys—
trobin was 0.02 mg-kg™. The half-lives of azoxystrobin was 3.66 days to 3.96 days in strawberry and 6.31 days to 8.79 days in soil, respec—
tively. The final residue of azoxystrobin(250 g+L™') SC was 0.17 mg-kg™ to 0.20 mg-kg™" when used in strawberry with the frequen—
cy of administration was not more than 3 times, interval of 7 days, and it was less than 1.0 mg-kg™ that the Maximum Residue Limits( MRL)
of the U.S., Europe, Japan and other countries.

Keywords: azoxystrobin; strawberry; residual decline; GC

WA TATE (Azoxystrobin ) {6444y : (E)-{2-[6-(2— 57 &Pk FERONK FEPEAR, MEHEAR A Y2 4
TR AU e - 4— UL PRIE) 3-F U EENIR IR IO R BT I FH S R AR TR DB R 2224
P, 2 — R i AR TR TR BR ISP R, AR AR, SZRR EAIEEZR cytb (1 Qo 7B
g4, BRI b M4 AR o1 Z A HE T
W B3 :2012-10-18 3, AR RE 5 L, X TLF A A BT 5 L R
BEIRE AT T RICHE T RAC RIS E R (PXM2009- g o St DB AT RN S R

014207-078172) ; Jt5{TTJa o A5 KA A SBT3 -2 , o R
AROUB A (PHR201006124) BHIFE- & - BHE o gi—e e DO PR, AT B IR as OB R S ™
LA SRR TR G B iR S AR HEr, ENIh e T RleE w2 AN W R

ASRHVRACHRI (PHR201108278)s AWK (4P ) g (1 BT £ A Ao AT S o
s W G S LR B DRS AT RS O, il

AR T 130 H (KM201210020014) ; LT AT 75 A A — 25 P B W B R A E AT b B B SO i B T T

EEGA gﬁi?fﬁloﬂogw:@? SI))\ B g oL PRRMEEHE A AL A
B A iRAE —), B IR AL, A 24 5% B = . S 3 7 B

o o E—mail:yzhu31234@122.<com : Eiégﬁ Ejﬂjq%‘:ll‘iﬁ}l‘ﬁ,J{Fé}$ﬁT%@EE1i%EX¢EﬁBQ

* BEEMEE B E-mail: zhaojianzhuang@263.net B, 2GR b 5 Al S B



698

R Sy et Y 5 2 EF 4

I HRET®

1.1 gt
111 fitlfezy

250 g- L™ MR EREIEA, SeiE ik CRHD VED 4
ABRZS w4 100 mg- L™ BEGEERPRAESY ,  F AR
IR B W AR 2L
1.1.2 FEAE 5%

Agilent 6890N A (AN, L HE FJli A 2%
(n—-ECD) (3£ [ Agilent 23 F] ) ; Kubota6200 %Y 5.0 41
( H A% Kubota A ] ) ; SC—8L—150 %4 [ AH £ B Y
(7N AR A BR 2 F] ) s KQ-600 TR 75 i1
veas (R A (384 R 7)) s Laborota4001 Y jig
2R AL (5 Heidolph 23 w] ) ; FW-100 Y 57 1 2 21
KL CORHE T 28 T Re A A A BR A ] ) s B WA (TR
Eppendorf 23] ) ; XW-80A Flin ek Zaw ( FiEHIH
PPUER) ) s SHB- N BUE K2 LA 58 CGRRMI
KIALERT) s SANYO FEAIRIR VKA (-80 °C) 5 HoAh 33 35
(e
1.1.3 fifEY)

AR, R AR 5 FH AR b 5 b B
JeA R FEl Al A & T
1.1.4 %

JC/KBRIREN - T 350 CHIKE 4 h J5 & F 5 Akl
(orFral, Ak A R s IEC St R A 4l
(Tedia, Fairfield, OH, USA ) ; Z i 43 #r4li (b 524k 24
7] ) s Florisil [EAHZE B : 1000 mg+6 mL™ (3£ [F
Agilent 23 H] ),

1.2 HiEte A&
1.2.1 R AR

(1) W B BRAE FAE 0 I oh A8

B EMELEUE 225 g(ai) ~hm™ AN E 450 ¢
(ai) ~hm™ PIASUREEAN T Bk 3 NS/ NX, B
/NXTATAR 30 m?, Fi B8 — Wit 24 22 CIBORE 1Y 5 6, %
TR AT T RRE R S e , DARE R R T e I A
2GR T A il 2558 5K 16 L-666.7 m™
ZiJ5 2 h Al 1.3.5.7.14 .21 d FEHLR 5 B AL L S04
i, FROCRAR FEARELN | kg, BB TR AR I3
F-80 CokA HFFM .

(2) M5 B BRAE TS b I i sh A

TR T R e (TCF AR ) , X 415
11 o [ i w373 A £ 5] O P WL o 25 87 5
HIA 225,450 g (ai)+hm™, izl A 255 5K 16 L

666.7 m?,jiti 25 2 h A1 1.3.5.7.14 .21 .28 d FfiHL %
4 (0~10em B) FESL, BRUCRE R Z 1
kg, 3 0.8 mm 0 , %5 3 MRS 7 T -80 C
UKFE RN
1.2.2 F25% 8k

T e it 24 7] o R A s A, 43 ik
P2k B 225 450 g(ai) -hm ™, BV 3 YRR
52N T d iz 1R SRS 3 IR, RIKIEZ 5 11
55714 d SRR AR TR RN R HERE 5L, B T80 CUKAE
HRAREI
1.3 EE5HEREEEER BT AE
1.3.1 FEab 4RI

(1) FEEAE G FREL 20.0 g B2 515 135 o w0
FETF 250 mL #EE A, InA 50.0 mL ZJiFF1 15.0 mL
ZERK R R 1 h, i€ 2 100 mL 2 ZE 5 (1
INTSE NN 10.0 g ZALER) H, IR EDR S 1 min J5 &
B 1 h, ff CHEHFKANTE 4535 o WEHL 10.0 mL 2 fif
AT 15 mL B0 (EODE N TSEINA 3 g oKL R
), 6000 remin™ B0 5 min J5EE 5.0 mL ZJiE4H
T 25 mL FRGE , iefe 75k 2 1.0 mL 2247, it
ERE T I

Y Florisil FAHZERAE, 4351 3.0 mL 1E O A A
3.0 mL 1F C %/ B (80:20) TSR AE 7, FRIR I PR 2
FETOERET b F IR RS L W A% AT D, 35 S Tk
VeV, FH 5.0 mL 1E C %/ TR (80:20 ) eI e AL A
UM VER T 25 mL BR B, 50 Chekk g &
T IECEERZ 1.0 mL, RF

(2) L 3ERE i PRI 20 g F5 830 Hoid 0.8 mm i
B3R 250 mL AR, S22 ik Rl AR A
1.3.2 kst

{OEFE . HP-S BAEH: (30 mx0.32 mmi.d.x025 wm)

FEIR : WIEATEE 170 °C, LA 20 Comin™ AT 2
270 °C, P45 10 min, HEFE IR 280 °C, Al 45 i 5
300 °C, AN Ny, fE A, 3 2.0 mL-min™, IR
N; 24 40.0 mL-min™ s #FFE RN 1 pL, AR

ARSI BERERI R BRI 1221 min,

2 #R5WE

2.1 TiEfi%k EHRERS/NEER
IR AT I MR R B R R (0.1.0.2
0.5.1.0.2.0.5.0 mg- L"), DIMSEAESHRE JRs AL b, 1
T T BN AR PR ERLA 15 TAERRZE N «
y=25 033.31x-342.95(R?=0.999 9,n=5)
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Figure 1 Residual dynamics of azoxystrobin in strawberry
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Figure 2 Residual dynamics of azoxystrobin in soil

RN B S5 TJ5fE : C=Coe™ (X Co a2 5 0146
FREG Lk ORI R A M2y R B KB C R
W2 o« 2N ER ), BRI 2, ik 2 7]
U TEBAE R W TR R A MR B 450 g(ai) ~hm™ FIHfE
TR T 225 ¢ (ai) ~hm™ B AR B SR 2400k 2.71
1.35 mg-kg™, Jiti2h 7 d J5 —#H ¥ MR 70% VL L it 2
14 d J5 = F Y 80% LA |, T Ms R IA 3, 2
TSR 3.96 d i1 3.66 d.,

FE b e P R 0 A R [ (450 g(ai) ~hm 2]l
WEAEHR B [225 g(ai) -hm | S FR R4 43 51 R 3.24
1.76 mg kg™, Jiti2y 7 d J5 I ff R IIET 60%, i 2h 5
14 d B AR BEE % T4%  HEFEUR B R 67% , Fo 3
B350 6.31 d F1 8.79 d, T i ff 90% 3 W) 43|
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Table 1 The recoveries of azoxystrobin in strawberry and soil

IR [/ % .
pras R 1 ; . v ey R
R 0.05 97.31 98.55 101.69 95.30 99.82 98.56 2.40
0.5 99.83 100.99 101.30 97.29 95.39 98.96 2.54
1.0 97.48 98.57 95.78 99.24 94.75 97.16 1.89
13 0.05 95.71 103.74 97.71 102.48 99.27 99.78 332
0.5 95.43 103.38 94.51 97.61 100.37 98.26 3.67
1.0 101.47 94.57 98.57 96.44 95.85 97.38 2.72
®2 BHEEESEMTIERNHEBSE
Table 2 Degradation equations of azoxystrobin in strawberry and soil
LR e /g (@) - hm™ JE A DIA E /mg - kg™ EIPAE Yy R? FpEd/d
WA 225 1.35 €=0.949 5¢%% 09120 DT\,=3.66
450 2.71 €=2.092 4" 0.962 3 DT,=3.96
A 225 1.76 C=1.687 Qe 0.992 1 DT,=8.79
450 3.24 C=2.719 9™ 0.978 2 DT\,=6.31
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HORIRSERRA K, HENRKE Y 4—5 H L RE
NS 294 (25+10)°C, S 392 R (30£10)%,
T B ) T A T B R A R A R
23 BHEAEAEESMN TIERNRLLRE

W% T T 7 e R - 4 ) F5c 2 R N 4 2 I
3. IRt ZY R AL 2 3 K, RIEZ 5 7.
14 d P RAFERTINZE SR, B v ms TR R T4 5% B it
435K 0.20~0.54.0.17~0.25 mg-ke™, 45 34 5%
B R 0.67~0.96.0.48~0.59 mg-kg™, Bid 5 115
FH R TR R 1) e 24 5% B 1 9 i 24 v B I i T A G

T ] v A i) o B g T TR ) A K gk B RS o
(MRL), BK3EY HASEEBUE 1955 K% B IR AR
F[H 10 mg-kg™', HAFELVY 5 mg-kg™, B FE[H |
ff 2% DE[E 2 mg-ke™ B R 1 mg-kg ', AMFFTLE R
R, UL 225 g(ai) ~hm™ {550k, BERG 7 d a2 19k,
HELEEZS 3 IR, RUMEZE G 7~14 d ARG WE R I Y
FREATE/NT 1 mg-kg™, ATH IR BLARE & N & 1k

R BEBETESMIEPHNRLKREER

Table 3 Residual amount of azoxystrobin in strawberry and soil

BE S 2R ﬁ@éﬁ?&rg‘_/ FH5% R /mg kg
glaid b R Td 2 14
i 225 0.20 0.17
450 0.54 0.25
+4 225 0.67 0.48
450 0.96 0.59
3 &R

SR JHT T ] 5 M C B W 1 8 T i 7
B e RS B . SRR W R IE A B A
(TR i~ 22010 3.66~3.96 d, 7E IR
6.31~8.79 d; ME B i 77 77 (250 g - L) TEREAE b A9l
FslE N 225 g(ai) -hm [8]fE 7 d i 25 A 3
YIS, e o g G 19 e 28 5 B 0.17~0.20 mg -
kg™, /NTERSE S H A S [ B 1Y fe R A% P PR
(MRL)1.0 mg-kg™,
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