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TE AR R B o fef e K 40 85 k43 0l 3= % Ak R4S 2R 52, SR UPLC MR AH 84 (gas chromatogra-

phy > GO A I WK i Ji | 410 2 vl 1 AT ARG SR ST ol 7 v 1) 5% P &

55 SR 3 WY+ DK S g R 400 2 WA T JIE R R B b B Bk

PR B 47 v AT SR Rz 5 WK i i R 400 R e A IR TR R SR PR v i % R R AR AN L DK i A A SR B v 1 R
GG S5 FE R R 5 B v A 5 A s A% D0 S RS A8 5 0 e o R A SR R e A R fi s A DK B T R v Y R A
AL, BREEE (0.5.1.0.1.5 mg/mL) MIWEEME(0.5.1.0.1.5 mg/mL) 43 HIIR R 2 min J5 ¥ 1@ IR 75 4 21
TP 5% B TE S IR Y AR T GB 2763 — 2014 FRUEFLAE 1Y 5.00 me/kg fe K 4% B B (MRL) A, Wi i 72

R FT BE RS R T
S 45|
MESES S482.2795  XHFRIRE A

WK A B (prochloraz) J& — F 7~ 3% & A% DK mg 2k

AT A ) TP A% S0 1 X 7 3 T SR R 5|

0 ZFE Y A AR A . DK R T P

A TR o 3 2o A0 o 22 A 655 T 0 A 0 i, AT 8 TR A

200 0 J5 ) RE A2 B R TIT AR A ] . 2 AR R DR B JHe A Sy —

O B B KR L 218 SR S A T A LA K B YA A LR

o AR [ B BTz A 7R I 2R B9 AR

YA KRS AR T SR AR i ok e e e M

FH T R 552 B 6 R B T B 3 AT A 2 55 9 (Peni-

cillium digitatum ). 7 % W ( Penicillium itali-

cum) \#E IR (Diplodia natalensis Evans) . B J8 5

(Alternaria citri)™ %, 315 W (imazalil) G 5% M

o A 200 TR B ) 95 3 M L A R R R B AR i . A

117 A% B8 25 18 40 B, FL A DR By Tiaet .

7RG 00 K e fe R 400 R e R B Y 7 U AL

SIS E (GO LB MU G % (HPLO) (=

BORAR (i 1 (UPLC) 45 . 18 28 b fE v L ZE B9 GC

FEAG W O fF e 5% B2 OB T b 4 T s as

HPLC 5 I Wk 6 iz 58 100 25 w6 5% P ) 1 38t AH X 552

Z i UPLC e B ] B | 73 5 12 4 | 99 48 i

Weke B . 2015-04-15
FEWH . Ak E R B 7 b R £ AR & R (CARS-27)

DR ff iz s PRI s AEAB I s AR B s SR R A 5 2 e AR AR s R
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1000-2421(2016>01-0017-07

(]9 2 A R L I A 2 5k BR R DI L AR I A R
A5 b R AG I 7 125 14 i M7 ¥ b AT AL ) A £l e —
A 20~100 mL-0* RS A5 4% B ) 114 42 it 7
S22 T L AT BILVA SR 6 R ok 1 B 75 4% KL
B o O TR R AEATEG B sh 5 B AL 2
ATARIE L E K S iz S5 A i BE B E A 0.450,0.675
mg/mL 2 486 BE HLAIFFE A AT A AR B2 X R
e A HA BT AN BEVE S, 10 W T R A SR ST
I A B e 1) 2l 257 1 DU DL AR DG 4R GE

AT A R I D s S 7 D R B i AR
AL 7 A TR o AR R SIS A A I A 3% R R
B 2y 25728 A MR A e R B B B A A X KL A R
JEHE e B B S, BB DA 0 e A A
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No. D)5 S 34, 43 51 K K 6 j% (0.5.1.0. 1.5
mg/mL) FAPEEME (0.5.1.0.1.5 mg/mL) iz 5 4b 3
RAR SR S, DU 2 o 2R 9 7 30 U2 i gk % v 2% T
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AR AN ) ARG ot ol 2o e v A B ek 1 B0 25 AL R
T O M A AR SR S 2% TR R B O O 9 R R o
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1.1 R w

Al ff /R B ¥ (Citrus sinensis Osbeck cv. Ne-
whalDF 2013 4 12 H 5 H R A WA #1592k H
WA G 3277 X 5P A 1 S AREM (Citrus reticulata
Blanco cv.Egan No.1)F 2013 4 12 A 10 HX H i
Je4 2 BT 2 BEARE AT 7 D, R aRR S Ak B Ry
My A BE S /NI (8 B — B, 2 THT TG HRCE B LA 5
Pio SRIG L RNIZ [ A ol o JEAT O fif b SR AN

I
1.2 RFIFILEE
DB F] . BRE&E R (prochloraz) L 4l 98.6 %

bR i A 32 [E Sigma 23 7 5 #1155 M (imazalil) , an-
alytical standard ¥ B W E _FERTRL T 26
FEER 50 B 3£ | Fisher 22 &) IR H Kt
dotEE A= R, DL B o g sk, &
M ECbE AN B i 2 AR Ak 2 R A
RN T] L MR 43 B &l 45 94 K fF iz L 9 2% B8 50 A
50 Yo 41 e W L A B R 28 DL 68 B e PG A e
A AR PR VLI AT A 2R A IR T 533 5 R M BB R
B A% N —WME 1 mL JCTA T A f W [ D R B T
ar A B 2\ 5 LR R X e [ E T 2% e
B

O IRE A . THETE GC(Agilent 7890A.,
USA) . FID #6545 . & 40 8 H: 845 HP-5(30 m X
0.320 mm X 0.25 pm) ., # & &0 A A% UPLC
(Waters UPLC H-class, USA) , f& i #1: #15 Waters
BEH C18(3.0 mm X 150 mm, 1.8 pm), Waters
HSS T3(3.0 mm X 150 mm, 1.8 pm), B 2545
i¥ Eppendorf, German, H, T K JY1002, | i@
o A BOE TR KQ3200DA , B 1L i 8 75 A % A
PR W], B0 AL Beckman, USA, 4K R4
Millipore, USA, EEFEHL IKA,German,
1.3 RE\HE

DR RAL T, 2005 JR A FURE A SR 52 24 5%
FHAR ) 5 o2 & B (0.5.1.0,1.5 mg/mL ) WK ff i 32
HARET 3 dFE R CIEBRHR B4 L 4%,
T3 KU Gl 11.4~23.8 °C 5 X - 74.6 % ~
94.6 o) Wi . A AL RS 43 B AE S 0,10,30,50,

70,90,120,150 KHUKE , B A0 FRFEHL L H 16 2R
52, B R TR R A SRR TR R R B AR R AT S
T80 °C UK AH ¥& ¢ M . 91 7 e 3= 2R 4b B )y vk
AT

2)FE A S glidl . 2 B T A R R
FHAH ) ) S R 24k 7 i . R S BRI BR 68 R 19
BB R T HE WA I8 Y it PR R
AN A R s AR S 2.0 ¢ T 10 mL B LAE T,
AN 4 ADEE BEPIA 3 mL O, 7%=
s AR JE 35 C R B A AL B 45 min, T
5 000 r/min B> 15 min, EIERE AFH B 10 mL
B SRR 2 mL ZIEEEAFR 1 KA
2 REEICH B35 W I WP AR A 2.0 g NaCl
2 mL IECH, R RmIRA, EREE 1~2 h;
ZEVRT 5000 r/min &0 25 min, 2 E 2 B2 B
CIEZ R AD 325 5] 2 mL 2.0 T T H 28 W 45
TIERAL T 30 °C 2 1 5 A8 WK e e B i A 500 pL &
i CE 3% 400D 45 fif 5 AGr 00 410 25 W EE A 500 w74 i
(g %R, =% F 11 000 r/min &0 10 min,
TS 0.22 pm GLALUE B DEAF DN . 40 e K
ff 5% B8 23 90 0 GC R UPLC #EATR I, 5 YRR S
BRI % FREBURE i 20.0 g, M A 10 mL 2 i #2
B B Ze it B A 5.0 g NaCl, & J5 ] 200 pl (i
SEVE TRV . A D B 5 0 HRE i B IO VA AR T

3)UPLC A6 I WK ff iz . 3 2 AR % F PP B B 20 0
YE A LA H R A R 7K AH 22 oP O, 25 HE 3 T Wa-
ters BEH C18(3.0 mm X 150 mm,1.8 pm) 2 Wa-
ters HSS T3(3.0 mm X 150 mm,1.8 pm)2 Fj#l-=5
PR A5 5K

DK fif e A o i 2R 22 ) K5 250.0 mg DK ff A B v
i A TG 2l O N B 52T W 2 0 R S E 2 B
25 mL, B 10 mg/mL WK ff A5 1 i BV, B
WOZE AN 0.97,.1.95,3.90,7.80,15.63,31.25,
62.50,125.00 pg/mL B RIIRME TAEW . LLFR U
VAS VR JBT VA JEE SRy R A B 0 TR BRI\ AR A, 2 1 K
fief file A o 1 2 (R BT 000 A8/ AT 220 N3

D GC KM P aE e, A 35 (Agilent 7890A)
4 53 BT 25 10 2 2 1 Tl 0 45000 1 i 3 O 108 2 18
P, EEF AR HP-5 @ A FID K il 2% 5 & 4l
NAEZ S, i & 45 mL/min, H, Jii & 40 mL/min;
R 1.3 mL/min; FHER T AL R 160 C R 4F
1 min J5 Lk 30 °C/min F+5] 240 ‘CH-$F 10 min; #F
FEOR N 280 °C s r Ui FE, 730 AL L 30 = 15 3
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o 1 ul,

08 e B ol 2% 2 IC BT i R BE 0 S 0,90,
1.90.3.80.,7.60,15.30,31.25.62.50,125.00 pg/mL
FRYVARUE TAEWL . AR 1 15 1Y 5T ok B2 O e A2
P o W TR AR Ry A AL B, 22 T 4170 2 WA s o ity 2 (O o &%
INE NI T N

2 HRESH

UPLC # il Bk &% B i 5% 1 R 1L

LR 25 ST R) DA TR RS SR R A R OF LA
2 Pl (i A 1Y) 43 B AR B 240 7 SR FH UPLC A6 U
MG & dH e (R iR 6 e 5% B 1. (3 AEOh Acquity
UPLC HSS T3(3.0 mm X 150 mm, 1.8 pm) ; #: i
35 CiitER 1 pLs W 0.55 mL/min; J 30 AH: A
AHR 0.1 % W RR (9 7K 5 8. B AH 2 45 0.1 26 HY IR 1Y
CIETEW BB BE VR S5 L3R 1,

21

22 FREMZNE G

Fie 1R J7 A A o il R WK G e M O AR R
Y=35500X + 17416, t#H ¢ R R* =0.999 7, 7F
0.97~125.00 pg/mL LB NZLMECR R4, %
MR P TR R Y = 0.9714X + 1. 1471, 41 X & %%
R*=0.999 6,7F 0.90~125.00 pg/mL Ju B NAH K
IR G R .
23 WNFENERE BEERRYE

Xof DK B e N 400 g e R AT BRI . 7R A e 2R
U546 FRRE A ) X B e v A3 i S 1.0,2.0.5.0
peg/ m LR AR U I W, 7E X BROR A R s i 0.2.,0.5,
1.0 pg/mL BYFRIE S IA W B BT E 6 IRH K .
FRA 137 T AL 7 A R A, S5 AR L3R 2,
WK AL TE 1.0~5.0 pg/mL EAN/K w5z oS3
Ml K 76 0 ~107 % ,4E 0.2~1.0 pg/mL #HANK
S SR A S A TR SR 7206 ~ 77 Yo o AR R AR UE

F 1 RIEBEEBREG 25 (RSD) Ky 1.4% ~7.2% ; MMEEMEFE 1.0 ~5.0
Table 1 The condition of mobile phase gradient elution ;xg/mL“{?ﬁ bn 7J( Eiz: Hﬂ‘ , % EZ ,;P Siz: ﬁ] |E[ q& $ j’{l 88 % ~
ua‘?/min ?ﬁﬁ/;mtll/min) iﬁisz?FEAA/% iﬁzﬁ*ﬂBB/% 110% . 7E 0.2~1.0 pg/mL ZRMAK -, 5 rf -1y
ime ate (P (P . — up N
- — - - S 5y 819 ~ 97 %% . A XF Hi e B 2% (RSD)
0.2 0.55 10 90 3.8%0~8.0% , Fit BT M U (S/N) =3 KA K i it
Lo 055 40 :0 9 B AR AS T B (LOD) 4 0.10 pg/mL, 0 EE MK 0.05
4.0 0.55 40 0 R B T -
b o . . /L, T 24 A 1 0K 9 I 400 5 4 A
12.0 0.55 95 5 T B K A% B R (MR8 5.00 pg/mL,
12.5 0.55 10 90 W A S A 2 B 5 1 AT LA R AR e Dk i i | )
15.0 0.55 10 90 3
- W 14 3% P ARG
F2 MERMMEMAFMEWKENMEEE
Table 2 The fortified recoveries and RSD of prochloraz and imazalil
¥ o IR/ Cog/ L) Bk & % Prochloraz MM Imazalil
iin 28 AL e/ (pg/ml T4 Tl 1 5%/ 0 o F Tl b 52/ 0
Sample types Fortified levels R % RSD/ % TR/ % RSD/ %
Average recovery Average recovery
1.0 104 4.3 105 6.6
J5E B8R B2 Orange peel 2.0 107 1.4 104 8.0
5.0 101 3.7 88 3.8
0.2 73 3.2 83 5.5
[ B A Orange pulp 0.5 73 1.4 88 6.4
1.0 75 1.8 81 5.9
1.0 101 3.5 110 4.5
R SR B2 Ponkan peel 2.0 76 3.6 89 6.7
5.0 76 5.2 105 6.6
0.2 74 5.0 90 5.7
Hi M3 Y Ponkan pulp 0.5 72 1.6 92 6.8
1.0 77 7.2 97 7.5
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1) WR A JHe 7 20 2% B4 v A B B . AL R B

P K B P B2 B R NP 1. AN T B A R WK i 7
TRCTR 2R Ak LIS 2R B Hh R SR i 14 % PR AR TP 90 d
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N4 R R R & KRB IR (MRL) LR, Hod 0.5 #3k,

mg/ m LK &F Bz 75 7 AL B Y i 45 SR B2 A Ik A g 2) K A5 Jiig 78 R AT A Y 3% BE . AN TRD B e IR R K
B — A MRL ELL A, Fﬁo~odmsﬁﬁ‘ﬁ&m&&%&ﬂﬁﬁ%%&*%ﬁ&%ﬁmﬁﬂ

R B 15 SR Ak B L A R R R v bk A e R B
AL/ 1R AL B 50 d S5 3 A Bk v B AL B A
W fief il 5% B2 it 240G T B 0 T B A A AR B A A T
WD BB AT 150 d FAAIG SRS I AE v i) SR A1

AN TF) J0 B e 8 K S i YR I S A 3L A R SR TR AN
(] b B[] o5 A9 5 s B AR AR, b 0.5
b B RS AT IV 30 d RN 50 d B S IR T AT DK B
B B8 (ARG 1, At B () 0 34 T A 1 Bl 0 T A DB
1.0.1.5 mg/mL WK fif Jiie 75 i 32 SR Ak 38 1) Jis 4 SR 1) o
AN TR 58 B[] P WK 6 i 52 P ik R SR U AT B W i 1Y
MQE%MEW%TUEH%%%W*%ﬁ%%
5% B AR B T L E 50~70 d ] BEAE i #] —

mg/mL

e (B 2) . 3 AT o vk B A 3L S R AR S —
R B3 I 0~ 50 d 30 W] K e iz 0 7% BE
TREREHE, MG TREE%E®R. 0.5.1.0.1.5
mg/ mLIBKGE 7 R R AL H 0 d F1 150 d A REA SR
B K e iz ) 5% 8RB N 7.09.7.87.9.02 pg/g Fl
3.56.5.85.6.90 pg/g.

AN [ o ek I B IR i g i YR T SR Ak LA AT 17 2R 1)
A [ 3 P[] P 5 B A BB ARG A . I3 O d AR R
M i 110 5 5t e o DTG 1) i 114 G e v B A L ) R B
TEREAT SR P B 7% B 40 50 h 0,058 0,0.061 3,0.063
9 pg/ g, B )4 RS TG T %, 7E 30~50 d T R3] —
WAL B J5 B T AE 50~70 d FHE—A w1

Bt B AL B S A TR [ b SO T T R — ﬁ i I 5 32 T B ARV 120 d T [ B4 D S IR A
. —=—0.5mg/mL
e A —05mg/mL 0.035 B _,_(1)'8 Egﬁi 6 ——1.0mg/mL
a7 ——1.0 mg/mL = 0.030 15 g/ L 2 5 ——1.5mg/mL
.2 gl ™ ——1.5mg/mL ®.2 4 s Tlomgim .3 A
g g 202 0.025 /% / == 4 .
£ 5r % ] P N Y o = A
TENT T ZE oo et IEg.
m S 3 = § 0.015 VR =8 . AN
1 < - g < g 7 TN e 0 o 2 N -
e s 2 e g 0.010 \}/ \‘i\ o g | . N 4
31 T S 0.005 ¥ g 3 R
0
0 0 1030 50 70 90120150 0.000 0 10 30 50 70 90120150 0 10 30 50 70 90120150
T3 A/ Time JP3E A (8] /d Time T gE fAl/d Time
A7 Peel; B: A Pulp; C: 43 Whole fruit.
Bl BRERERANRERTHRERZRBENST
Fig.1 The dynamic change of prochloraz residues in peel,pulp and whole fruit of Newhall navel orange
—=—0.5 mg/mL 0.5 me/mL
A —1.0 mg/mL —Yomg/im 6 ——0.5 mg/mL
— £ 10, ——1.5 mg/mL o 0-07 B~ 1.0mg/mlL =85 € = 1.0mg/mL
0.0 gF el Trea @3 00 ——1.5mg/mL .3 ——1.5 me/mlL
® 5 i “——— %  ®E 0.05 BE 4 i 4 e
156 o 31200 TE 5 P et
= g “ = = = N A
W< 4 e . 1g & 003 s 2 LERL i S
41 B 41 £ 0.07 wi o S
9 2 J 0.01 85
0.00 0 A e o on
0 10 30 50 70 90 120 0 10 30 50 70 90 120

0 010 30 50 70 90 120
TP AV Time

TP fEl/d Time

PR At El/d Time

A Hz Peel; B: B Pulp; C: 4% Whole fruit.
B2 #i#HRERANRERPHERZBEENT

Fig.2 The dynamic change of prochloraz residues in peel,pulp and whole fruit of Ponkan
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D) 7 2 w78 41 faf JK JBF 8 b 1Y sk
mg/ m LA 55 W I R B A8 A B Y 8 A SRR I
(i) o SR H v 41 2 e B B L A e BEAR /DN (1 3) LAY
F£0.49~0.80 pg/g Z[H A5 Ak, 5 IR 2 1% A8 AL
i 1.0.1.5 mg/mlL %% W 5 R TR 2R A B Y S

i, 0.5

SR R v 0 s A B R[] B D G IS ) A A A A
— B, B SR DA e A [ DG I [ Y 0 e 5 B
WAEHAL, Hit M+ 1 pg/g. 0.5.1.0,1.5 mg/mL
P 25 A 5 AR R Ak L P R PR v AN [) 5 ) A
4910 2 e ke B R EROR TR AR B Ry AR A i e (H 2
WSR T LA H 55 1 S DA e i 2 e 1) B P e B R i 4
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4518
—=—0.5mg/mL J—

2.5 A —1.0mg/mL 0.05f ——0.5mg/mL 18 c +?;§$§§$£
TE s AngTe e T8 ' Lt iz 09 RSN
EERREIE S T 1z 0.03 =3 o T
il ¢ gt T N Sl B v Ny
Siioff . ooz oo el ® S o AT s

< O < R QS e h -

@ os 413 0.04 © 03

0.0 0-005157367 30 70 907130150 0-076710 30 50 70 90120150

010 30 50 70 90120150
I Af1a)/d Time

I A (B]/d Time

TP B fEl/d Time

A7 Peel; B A Pulp; C: 4 Whole fruit.
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Fig.3 The dynamic change of imazalil residues in

TEZ W TE 5 o N 30~ 120 d B 8] 5 32 #7 14 hn 2 — 4
WAL 120 d Z B Wi TRE,

2) 40 A R AE AR v R B B . BT SR
W BA R S LR AR R (18 4),0.5.1.0 mg/mL
0 R 7 AR R Ak L (1 R SR B v o ek 1 5 R
FE0~120 d IS FREME S, M 1.5 mg/mL

FERE RAURERPNEREBENTET

peel, pulp and whole fruit of Newhall navel orange

PREA AR B AR 120 d I 300 25 w6 5% 7
AL, 0.5.1.0.1.5 mg/mL %z W ¥ W IR A Ak 2
0 d F1 150 d By Al fF S B2 WK & Jie 1) 5% B 5 43 il
1.62.1.67,2.67 pg/g Ml 0.83.1.22.1.94 pg/g.
TR AL 0 d Y SR A rb A s Y BRI Bl
T % B () # Bt LT, AE 10 d 5% 30 d J5 LB

FFIH T RE. 0.5.1.0 mg/mL #55 W8 7 WR S AL BE Y
——0.5 mg/mL
——0.5mg/mL

——1.0 mg/mL 1.8 G ——1.0 mg/mL
——1.5 mg/mL ?o_g 15 = e ——1.5mg/mL

- Z .

= 5 0.9} i T e SN

2 g6 I

as

© 03

0025 WA RV SR S R R R B v 4 7 s R B A A
—=—0.5mg/mL

——1.0mg/mL B
- ;2 . A 15mgmL _ 010
L0 e ATl Bg o008
oSl e e e 2 2 0.06
¢ T @S oo
“S 0s 4 .S 0.02
0.0 0.00

0710 30 50 70 907120
Ir- et [8)/d Time

0 10 30 50 70 90°120
I3 af [al/d Time

0.0%4"15 30 30 70 907120
Ir- Kt 1E]/d Time

A Peel; B: H W Pulp; C: 4% Whole fruit.
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Fig.4 The dynamic change of imazalil residues in peel, pulp and whole fruit of Ponkan

AT SR P 0 2 e B B AE 50~90 d R ETHEE
M 1.5 mg/mlL 352 5 A0 3 Ad A 2R DA A s g A P
TRAEIH 50~90 d W 7E % #i R A1
3 it
IR S e 7RI b 2R 2 P A R B A D i 30 A
R Ji U0 A 5 T IOR B e 7 A SR R e S A 0 I
SRR, ot e P . 0 e A R SR B Y B e
e [ A S22 BRI S0 A PR R ) A i . o
R S e AU 2 A P R 15 R B PROK A OG <
AHALE TR U128 B2 PP oK oy RO s 5 A G AR
AR T 70 5% B 5 ik D) KT 7 2 T IR S J R 40 R e
PURRRRRE B 2 3% BRI DAL IR A 201967 2% I A S TS0
WP R T A B B R S A L TR ) 4
A 7% I A8 AR B2 I KR Xk T R R T S D SO R T
7% TR 79 3 B A e 262 B L O 0 e e s 5 A b B

i#

G A A WK G i IR SR Ak B Y R AT SR B b A [m] O
RIS 1) 14 3 B WD g T A A 20 I A A (] B vk
JEAM B IR R AL P 2R K, 5 R R AT fig g2 T AL
47 73R T 46 R AT 1 SR B J5it 1 AN [] o J5T b it A2 174 G
R B TT BE RS A TR A4 0 B BE ) B SR L AR RE AT R
R 710 3% B 8 v 5 T 5% % Y A ey O M R R R TR R A
W IS E 3 B 555 o 200y 2% I RS SR R P A R T R A P
B, A6 Wk ff i 5k BR B O AR A Rl
SRS DK Jiig Bk B ARG AR AT R T AN 1) K B Jig ke 7
WK fif iz S i 22 A%, ELIH A RN B A 4 R 38 5 i
NG/ ETELE S

T8 W B N 2 S0 I L B R WK B e ) A i v
FEJGH A4S 4R 7 B B =W E 1.0 mg/mL,
A g it iz FH AR B M 0.5 mg/mL DL — 2k
A R AR 1.5 me/mL 3 AR
R EE AR BE s M AR o A 1S I T A R B R . 7E TG



22 dg el K

o

»L
&

% i %356

ioal s o~ S e ) || e 7 3 2N i R e e
M4 Z 5 Hp3 /0 B8 ORE S 0T S U /0 B IBOUE B R T AR
i, W R R B EE AR & FISA
P, &Sl A i O 2 B BET A A 20 ~
100 mL Z i BUAS BEARE2 5 4 1 1F © e 78 26 O
R A, ST AHGE 12 FIE O % 78 26 Bt 72 v B 4%
ORI F Y, BB FL Uk, B 5l B BRSOk B
2.0 g R o A SRR S EAT R IR, p b TAE RS B
sl T Ak PHL AR RS TR ) B ) A5 s A AT A T R
WER B RS 2% B2 A A B A 24 5 B A I A . ik
g B R 0.5.1.0.1.5 mg/mL bR & iz | 30 25 e 43
AR AL B 2 min 5 FEATH IV L 2 far 2R 5 R A
BT 4 2 v i) 8% B o AR RS IEEU N IR T GB
2763—2014 BRUEME K 5.00 mg/kg Fe K7 R &
(MRLOA , B AT A R0 6 . B AR DK fif e A1 417 25 e
Xof A A7 S S B R O 1Y) 28R 2 (E R R D i
25 % A AN G A A1 7 A o P TR PR T L 25 5 3 B
BRER S IGHE A A IR AN 2 @R, Rt TR
Jo& PR A58 AU R R AR 77 Ml 1 5% s ARG T % 2 %) £ BRI
FLAA T A B, 7 F — 20 s R B SR S Ak R Y
FE Ak — 20 G BRI 2R B 9 0 FH 4R LR 2 AR B
(6] B 30 37 100 528 R S5 9 3 37 06 B bt 1 F 9, LA A
LI 3 b T A R AR R SO R TR A
b 118 A A 2R 52 A R BRI A B A

5 £ X
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Dynamic analyses of prochloraz and imazalil
residues in citrus during fruit storage

XIE Li LUO Tao XU Rangwei CHENG Yunjiang

Key Laboratory of Central China Horticultural Crop Biology and Germ plasm
Enhancement ,Ministry of Agriculture/
Key Laboratory of Horticultural Plant Biology ,Ministry of Education/
College of Horticulture and Forestry Sciences s Huazhong Agricultural University ,
Wuhan 430070,China

Abstract The extraction method for prochloraz and imazalil and the method for detecting imazalil
was optimized. A improved method for detecting prochloraz with UPLC was established. Citrus fruits
were dipped with different concentrations of prochloraz or imazalil according to the practice standards in
production. The residues of prochloraz and imazalil in samples were detected by ultra-high performance
liquid chromatography and gas chromatography, respectively. The results showed that prochloraz and
imazalil residues of peel in Newhall navel orange were higher than those in Ponkan. The residues were
very low in pulp.The trend of prochloraz degradation in Ponkan peel was from fast to slow,but trend of
prochloraz degradation in Newhall navel orange peel was from slow to fast. The trend of imazalil degrada-
tion was similar with that of Ponkan peel. According to GB 2763 —2014 standard, the maximum residue
limits (MRL) of prochloraz and imazalil in whole citrus fruit is 5.00 mg/kg. After dipped with 0.5,1.0 or
1.5 mg/mL prochloraz or imazalil for 2 minutes,the residues of prochloraz and imazalil in whole fruit did
not exceed the GB 2763—2014 standard during the whole storage period under room temperature.It is in-
dicated that the citrus fruits are safety to be sold at all times.

Keywords prochloraz; imazalil; citrus storage; bactericide; residues determination; Citrus sinensis

Osbeck cv.Newhall; Citrus reticulata Blanco cv. Ponkan
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