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Compensation of Two Matrix Modifiers for Matrix Effect in Determination of Pesticide Residues in Vegetable
Samples

LIN Xiao—yan, CAO Zhao—-yun, MOU Ren-xiang, WU Li, ZHU Zhi-wei, CHEN Ming—xue”

(Rice Product Quality Inspection and Supervision Center, Ministry o f Agriculture, China National Rice Research Institute, Hangzhou 310006,
China)

Abstract: A detection method of gas chromatography tandem mass spectrometry for 43 pesticide residues in vegetables was established.
Gamma~-L~- gulonic acid lactone (AP ) and D—sorbitol (SLC) used as matrix modifiers for compensation effect of matrix were evaluated. For
the majority of organophosphorus pesticides, especially the matrix—sensitive pesticides, such as methamidophos, acephate and omethoate,
AP had significant matrix compensation, with an average recovery of 85.8%~116.7% and a relative standard deviation(RSD ) of 1.7%~
2.5% . For other organophosphorus pesticides, an average recovery of 82.4% ~120.7% and a RSD of 0.7% ~3.5% could be obtained by
adding AP. For regular matrix, AP addition could realize the compensation effect of matrix effect, with recovery rates of 80% ~120% for most
of pesticides. For organochlorine pesticides in complex matrix, addition of matrix modifiers had obvious compensation effect, and the mixture
of AP and SLC had the optimal compensation effect, excepting o, p'= DDT and p, p’ — DDT; while for pyrethriods pesticides, the compensa—
tion effects of three combinations of two matrix modifiers were not consistent, needing further study. In short, the established method of high
sensitive GC—MS/MS combined with matrix modifier addition plus simple and efficient pretreatments could be used for detection of pesticide
residues in vegetables and other agricultural products.
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Figure 1 Effects of analyte protectant AP on peak shape and intensity of susceptible organophosphorus pesticide standards
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Table 1 Quantitative ions and qualitative ions of organochlorine and pyrethroid pesticides

V] (S-S5 JE BB F(CE) SE PR F(CE) R B4 B[] /min LOD/pg-kg"  LOQ/pg-ke™
S AYAYAY 181 145(15) 109(30) 8.178 0.25 0.8
[(EVAVAVAS 181 145(15) 109(30) 8.576 0.25 0.8
N AZAVAVAY 181 145(15) 109(30) 8.686 0.25 0.8
AR 237 119(30) 143(30) 8.761 0.5 1.6
R AVAVAY 181 145(15) 109(30) 9.032 0.25 0.8
LA 212 145(30) 109(40) 9.586 0.5 1.6
L& 272 237(25) 117(40) 9.764 1.5 5
I 168 70(6) 112(5) 10.916 3 10
R F 283 96(10) 67(34) 11.009 0.5 1.6
p.p i 246 176(35) 175(40) 11.616 0.3 1
ik PRI i 116 89(15) 63(36) 11.743 4 13
p,p' iR 235 165(25) 199(15) 12.187 1 3
o, p' T 235 165(30) 199(15) 12.249 0.5 1.6
p.p i 235 165(25) 199(20) 12.69 0.2 0.6
Ji§ S AT 181 165(25) 166(15) 13.353 0.3 1
i 181 152(30) 127(35) 13.474 2.7 10
Ek KR 181 152(30) 127(35) 14.23 3 10
A3 183 153(15) 168(15) 15.068 24 8
ek 163 91(15) 127(5) 15.751 4 13
AR 181 152(25) 127(35) 16.259 49 15
IR B S 167 125(15) 89(40) 17.876 2.8 10
TR A g 253 93(20) 77(40) 19.473 3 10
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Table 2 Mean recovery rates and precision values of organophosphorus pesticides at spike level=0.1 mg AP -kg™(n=3)
4 TR RT IS %/ % RSD/% AR RT I/ % RSD/%
B 5.726 824 2.0 R 18.739 93.3 2.1
F J 5.554 85.8 2.5 IR e 19.215 120.7 2.9

LT e 7.473 98.3 1.7 T 18.441 109.5 23
SRR 9.790 116.7 2.0 X 18.892 79.3 35
FHPEmE 11.696 82.9 1.1 FH 2 ST 20.333 98.5 2.8
TR 14.172 90.6 23 TR A 29.413 113.7 2.3

R 12.379 99.0 35 e 28.226 111.7 2.7
IR 17.703 95.8 0.9 AL 23.575 1104 33

XS B 16.232 85.2 13 =B 26.177 1113 L5

A 18.864 89.6 0.7
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ME(% )=(B/A-1)x100

A R I B SFBC AR IR T AR B R SRl 2y
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Table 3 Matrix effect in complex matrix at different spike levels

KA % E[53 KA % El5d
WED WhkT MEL WA ME/ BRI ME/ WEW WhRAKE, MEL BEROKT ME/ BB ME/
mg-kg” % mg kg % mg kg % mg-kg? % mg-kg? % mgkg! %
a-AAN 005 -20.7 0.05 -7.0 0.05 -15.3 ||p,p/-iHiHEE  0.05 3.6 0.05 49 0.05 4.4
0.1 3.4 0.1 9.4 0.1 -14.6 0.1 11.4 0.1 1.4 0.1 -10.7
0.5 -8.6 0.5 -6.6 0.5 -9.4 0.5 52.0 0.5 325 0.5 35.8
BN 005 -8.3 0.05 9.7 0.05 -16.5 ||p,p'-HEH  0.05 12.9 0.05 24.1 0.05 17.6
0.1 12.9 0.1 35.4 0.1 -13 0.1 112 0.1 6.3 0.1 4.9
0.5 35 0.5 10.0 0.5 4.8 0.5 23.7 0.5 249 0.5 27.0
y-757878 005 -14.3 0.05 1.5 0.05 -19.7 ||p,p'-lHiHE  0.05 335 0.05 -14 0.05 40.0
0.1 8.7 0.1 28.9 0.1 -122 0.1 474 0.1 19.5 0.1 25.8
0.5 6.9 0.5 8.2 0.5 8.0 0.5 196.7 0.5 1146 05 187.3
FAMIEE 005 -11.9 0.05 0.7 0.05 -27.9 || BEAESENE 0.05 58.8 0.05 415 0.05 49.5
0.1 -72 0.1 24.0 0.1 -23.1 0.1 78.3 0.1 35.1 0.1 46.4
0.5 0.8 0.5 13.2 0.5 2.4 0.5 120.7 0.5 77.1 0.5 88.6
H 0.05 -17.5 0.05 -55.6 0.05 -234 || WG 0.05 18.9 0.05 6.0 0.05 9.7
0.1 -25 0.1 -36.3 0.1 -15.6 0.1 41.1 0.1 -47 0.1 4.6
0.5 26 0.5 -11.0 0.5 2.1 0.5 125.0 0.5 59.8 0.5 70.1
-7 005 -8.2 0.05 22 0.05 -182 || SHEZHEE  0.05 -2.0 0.05 2.6 005  -16.1
0.1 5.9 0.1 13.5 0.1 -13.7 0.1 5.4 0.1 -123 0.1 -7
0.5 2.8 0.5 4.6 0.5 33 0.5 40.8 0.5 8.1 0.5 17.0
=EURWERE 0.05 24 0.05 20.4 0.05 24 || WASZEE 005 122 0.05 9.8 0.05 -6.4
0.1 25.0 0.1 26.9 0.1 -10.7 0.1 113 0.1 -2.0 0.1 -17.0
0.5 20.1 0.5 148 0.5 7.1 0.5 40.5 0.5 -22 0.5 5.1
R 0.05 6.4 0.05 20.4 0.05 8.0 AR 0.05 452 0.05 24.5 0.05 8.5
0.1 49.1 0.1 232 0.1 349 0.1 21.9 0.1 -4.8 0.1 -83
0.5 27.4 0.5 20.0 0.5 30.1 0.5 145.0 0.5 37.9 0.5 51.2
LIEWZA 0.05 14.1 0.05 26.9 0.05 -1.7 i 0.05 8.3 0.05 6.7 0.05 -23.8
0.1 28.6 0.1 20.8 0.1 -13 0.1 5.6 0.1 -11.1 0.1 -17.0
0.5 36.4 0.5 20.5 0.5 19.1 0.5 39.4 0.5 -33 0.5 117
ik B G 0.05 36.6 0.05 20.6 0.05 -123 || EUkzEns 0.05 0.5 0.05 4.7 0.05 -2.0
0.1 55.6 0.1 24.9 0.1 60.9 0.1 5.8 0.1 -163 0.1 -173
0.5 59.6 0.5 30.1 0.5 58.5 0.5 33.3 0.5 -39 0.5 6.5
o,p' -G 0.05 19.2 0.05 -0.2 0.05 34.4 VA s 005  -406 005 -09 005 2.9
0.1 41.0 0.1 13.6 0.1 19.8 0.1 -452 0.1 0.7 0.1 9.6
0.5 67.6 0.5 102.6 0.5 150.2 0.5 35.7 0.5 372 0.5 62.6
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Table 4 Mean recovery rates and precision values of studied method applied in shallot(n=3)

RA(CK) KRE+AP KRA+SLC KA +SLC+AP
K54 R 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™
[alfig/ RSD/ [/ RSD/  [alfig/ RSD/ [mlYex/ RSD/ [afie/ RSD/ [BlYse/ RSD/ [/ RSD/  [B[fiR/ RSD/
Y% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
a-73878 1144 12 110.9 2.3 105.5 1.8 100.6 33 91.1 2.5 90.1 0.7 90.1 19.0 96.2 23
B-757878 1246 2.1 118.0 1.8 121.6 39 111.1 6.0 104.9 29 100.6 0.7 113.3 4.5 108.3 1.9
Y-75578 1163 3.5 110.1 1.7 112.2 0.7 105.4 3.5 97.2 2.7 94.8 1.9 104.3 3.2 100.9 2.1
TARSETE 1447 5.3 140.5 2.5 145.9 1.0 135.1 3.1 107.6 55 112.0 2.5 115.1 2.4 111.6 1.1
3-8/ 1274 2.4 120.3 34 112.1 22 102.6 4.5 88.2 2.6 89.0 4.1 99.7 3.9 92.5 1.5
L& 125.9 1.7 114.3 43 137.0 34 128.8 7.6 108.9 1.2 106.5 3.1 122.2 2.5 116.4 34
ZAHHERA 1433 6.2 146.7 5.7 138.3 53 127.2 7.6 96.5 0.9 92.8 4.5 113.5 5.0 110.1 24
JE A 129.7 4.3 122.9 3.1 116.9 4.5 102.9 8.2 111.2 55 101.2 3.1 121.7 29 111.8 1.9
= IR 168.1 3.8 154.2 2.7 146.4 34 1173 167 1172 0.6 101.0 6.2 125.8 5.5 116.7 2.5
ik AT T 170.8 5.7 166.5 5.9 141.6 4.8 121.7  13.8 1294 24 122.0 6.5 138.4 4.7 127.6 2.2
o.p'- S  104.2 6.1 100.1 4.7 219.6 5.0 1952 185 139.6 2.6 131.1 0.5 159.1 8.2 159.8 4.1
p.p'- T 136.3 29 133.1 5.2 109.0 2.3 96.3 9.0 97.5 34 93.6 6.3 110.2 3.6 102.3 29
p.p'- T 127.3 4.2 115.3 3.6 111.7 1.5 102.3 3.7 100.4 35 97.7 4.2 113.5 5.6 107.6 2.7
p.p'- TG 105.4 7.5 100.0 5.5 338.3 3.5 287.6 228 171.6 4.2 151.4 1.5 205.4 32 214.5 4.2
BORAG0 1781 1.0 173.0 2.1 157.7 29 130.7 149 1423 2.1 129.5 7.6 154.3 4.5 142.4 3.9
S E 2R 181.6 1.9 156.9 5.2 162.0 3.7 1259 155 1513 6.0 1346 100 176.0 6.9 130.6 9.7
HE2508 1813 3.7 179.7 8.2 187.2 2.3 146.1 16,6 179.8 52 166.0 8.3 202.0 4.3 185.1 59
R 179.5 2.8 153.6 4.9 160.8 6.5 1329 166 204.6 5.1 173.9 79 214.4 4.3 197.1 4.8
FEFAHEE 156.6 74 148.2 2.8 141.7 54 1249 119 1414 145 1374 9.2 157.8 2.6 1228 108
AEFEEE 1289 2.5 137.8 9.7 67.2 39 67.8 7.6 180.4 4.8 159.3 9.9 153.8 7.4 116.8  19.7
SUkFnE 1293 4.3 128.5 4.8 125.3 3.5 110.3 49 127.9 3.1 119.0 5.8 134.2 34 116.6 6.9
WRESEE 1371 3.7 132.9 7.7 103.9 6.7 94.8 8.7 122.7 34 120.7 2.0 1339 1.4 1063 139
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Table 5 Mean recovery rates and precision values of studied method applied in ginger(n=3)
HF(CK) LEFE+AP HEFE4SLC LEZE4+SLC+AP
KGR 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™
[l RSD/ [lg=/ RSD/ [elfgZR/ RSD/ [/ RSD/ RN/ RSD/ [/ RSD/ [alii/ RSD/ [ER/ RSD/
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
a-AAN 933 36 899 73 835 103 819 24 874 28 88 12 888 1.8 889 0.
B-7SA7 1013 49 969 79 905 71 873 06 906 05 88 19 959 03 963 07
Y- 920 23 887 15 8.1 60 88 12 86 08 82 10 920 1.8 901 07
HEmIEE 1061 66 959 35 758 96 778 7.1 800 70 786 23 83 80 901 7.3
S-S 833 58 819 08 878 67 83 21 774 43 708 30 957 24 945 14
L& 1132 31 1038 15 889 86 8.0 39 89 69 89 45 949 1.7 913 45
LIRHERA 1308 56 1184 42 982 73 963 57 873 14 894 26 1120 7.6 1037 25
A 1270 49 1226 37 1158 05 1128 17 1071 10 1073 35 1157 51 1140 32
=MkEE 1688 7.5 1586 05 1304 35 1312 14 1143 22 1152 39 1232 18 1245 16
BEREEE 1624 43 1568 2.5 1187 36 1156 12 1221 27 1172 46 1300 09 1291 18
op'- WiHEG 1865 08 1840 33 1572 37 1564 13 1335 34 1325 58 1196 28 121,66 2.1
pp- I 1222 26 1221 49 970 62 908 0.7 1034 3.0 992 34 1161 05 1137 21
pp- WG 1177 47 1139 13 1005 69 952 14 1128 23 1072 32 1130 20 1087 18
p.p'- WIEE 2183 9.2 1987 7.5 2040 38 2113 21 1469 23 1490 3.6 1265 25 1314 10
AgEEE 2246 7.6 2182 24 1818 65 1710 1.1 1480 32 1439 57 1582 09 1599 24
SHEENE 2122 54 1612 50 2070 45 1917 45 951 79 960 26 1749 22 1843 22
FEsE8E 2262 48 2679 08 1790 107 1657 1.8 1604 27 1608 43 1633 62 1659 1.6
SZ3Hme 3870 39 3224 23 2563 67 2449 07 2071 24 1942 40 2095 35 2022 19
AN 1735 56 1830 37 1767 51 1840 84 1311 103 1397 38 1707 3.1 1955 22
SURsElE 1901 23 1684 54 1725 53 1787 48 1567 37 1569 30 1826 65 1958 44
SUREENE 1610 48 1463 19 1638 40 1850 3.6 1549 23 1638 15 1658 25 1826 06
WEAENE 1548 7.8 1412 28 1416 59 1513 3.0 1210 46 1224 44 1448 27 1596 25
2.6 PHETHH B IR I S5 2R % 5 6 e dm L (A B 7 3 i
=A

E RV MHMERR

X FPLLAG 8 S R 3 S I SE 2 i, A X
BB | E 2 95y P/ O S i ST B8 ip Eh)
Tir. Ik, REEE T U AP X} 0.05.0.1 mg kg™ 2
ANTRFRAE R 22 Tl 245 135 DS 3 FIAE 9% B 1
W(# 7). T AL, FELLA IR AR B 79.6%~
121.4% ,RSD 4 0.2%~15% ; ¥ JN ¥ G b7 151 i % 85%~
133.7% ,RSD HJ 1.6%~9.2% ; K 13 7 b ] i %
70.4%~112.8% ,RSD K 1.3%~12.9%; —Fp3EF-45
A1 1)fe 26 e AR R /. 70%~130% 1 13 e 2 55K, 3 H.
K534 245 DR R A H] 80%~120% ., AT UL, AP f
AFEAS 1R AT DLk 3 TR i s, RIS B £
P50 AP () 5 T I SE R DB IE Dy ik . D3 Ak,
(GC-MS/MS) ()i , BEAS i 21]— 28 B4, AT LA [] Bif
HEA TR PRI AT, ) i L — U B AT HEBR A
FHME: , 55 SRR B A L, AR RGN o b | 5% R o
S 2 A

ABEFERHT 2 T g5 3 MG 04 T2
FHBESERE A PG 43 Bl 25 S S AE 59, X 28K
FESRTT S , RAT T HBUF A AMRIE IO B %
SR AR, AP Bl AT U AU B UE AR oAk 2k
AIRE D A A 24 BRI R S 5 i R FH A i Ak PR
AREARANERE 2 B ORI R BAR SR A, %44
AT BN PR DU s (i A B AR R
L] Sy AR AR A4 2 S 5 R LR i AT AL
HORHEROR S AR Al BT AL PREAR | 320 TARAL
A PREAL Y GC-MS/MS G377 ik nl [ if 4 7 1k
FIE I, ARG B R | SRBHURE o vy L e SV, AT
TE 2 h NSEBUREAS FiT A PR AR e EALRSIN . 275 7k
e BIFR AT, AT T S A4 i 1) o i 22
WA, () -t T i T A I AILAS A ™ dh
I it 5 ek W B A8 PR B AL, 2 — AT B | v A4 AN
e TR B ARSI O 1
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Table 6 Mean recovery rates and precision values of studied method applied in garlic chives(n=3)
4E3R(CK) AP dE3E+SLC HE3E+SLC+AP
K255 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™ 0.05 mg-kg™ 0.1 mg-kg™
[/ RSD/ [EUr%/ RSD/ [El#%/ RSD/ [ENf/ RSD/ [Elfi%/ RSD/ [Elg%/ RSD/ [EYr/ RSD/ [Elii%/ RSD/
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
a-7NA7% 994 21 981 05 1028 45 1006 1.7 1055 22 963 42 901 190 962 23
B-7s7/AA 1143 1.5 1076 34 1209 22 1111 20 1005 15 962 24 1133 45 1083 19
y-7SAAA 1069 34 1071 24 1132 15 1054 2.6 1028 25 963 43 1043 32 1009 21
FAMIE 1241 26 1166 36 1148 43 1351 78 1079 36 1026 17 1151 24 1116 1.1
d-A7A 1136 63 1095 31 1045 26 1026 32 1100 35 958 24 997 39 925 15
L& 1243 41 1193 23 1212 73 1288 51 1326 53 966 33 1222 25 1164 34
WA 1283 33 1312 26 1230 1.1 1272 27 1691 73 1072 59 1135 50 1101 24
JBEF 1425 52 1410 48 1402 23 1029 53 1608 80 1260 63 1217 29 1118 1.9
=mEE 1412 79 1339 62 1348 31 1173 1.5 1989 33 1221 82 1258 55 1167 25
BERENE 1633 42 1653 92 1240 53 1217 22 2389 58 1156 34 1384 47 1276 22
op'- WM 1100 53 1155 44 1311 26 1952 26 1275 18 808 22 1591 82 1598 4.1
pp'- T 1216 62 1227 38 1036 53 96.3 36 1761 09 1078 16 1102 3.6 1023 29
p.p'- G 1128 89 1172 52 1118 36 1023 35 1316 2.1 9.1 25 1135 56 1076 2.7
p.p'- WG 1237 53 1311 32 1697 20 2876 53 1596 2.6 950 32 2054 32 2145 42
BERmE 1819 91 1714 23 1319 52 1307 20 1277 32 1310 29 1543 45 1424 39
SEEENE 1483 63 1376 14 1329 33 1259 2.8 1480 43 1527 38 1760 69 1306 9.7
Fss0E 2143 74 2036 12 1591 47 1461 57 1638 6.6 1554 57 2020 43 1851 59
SU3Me 2053 24 1895 09 1503 3.1 1329 43 1700 27 1866 2.1 2144 43 1971 48
WG BENE 1657 24 1572 35 1296 22 1249 35 1591 19 1803 32 1578 26 1228 108
SUEZEmE 1575 19 1238 22 1385 15 678 72 2141 24 1671 46 1538 74 1168 197
SULZERE 1445 32 1356 1.8 1203 23 1103 37 1267 78 1469 59 1342 34 1166 69
LS 865 45 806 37 8.6 28 948 81 1305 86 967 63 1339 14 1063 139
lines for residues monitoring in the European Union[S]. Brussels: Euro—
Sk
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