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Abstract With the implementation of a Positive List System (PLS), interest in the analysis of pesticides
multiresidue analysis of agricultural products as well as livestock products were increasing. In this study, 29
kind of pesticides were selected and analyzed using GC-MS/MS for 5 livestock products (beef, pork, chicken,
milk and egg) with high intake. The pesticide multiresidue analysis method in livestock products were
verified for Limit of Detection (LOD), Limit of Quantification (LOQ), linearity, recovery and reproducibility
of each component. The LOQ of the pesticides to be analyzed was set to 0.005 mg/kg, and the linearity
correlation coefficient (R?) was above 0.98 in all samples. Intra- Laboratory overall recovery range (n=5) was
62.5-120.0% which satisfies the appropriate recovery rate of CODEX guidelines and the coefficient of
variation (RSD) also satisfied with 0.1-27.1%. However as a result of Inter-Laboratory test, 9 kind of
components including Chinomethionate did not satisfy the recovery rate and these components would be used
for qualitative analysis. This study is expected to help to investigate and getting the current status of pesticide
residues from livestock products imported and distributed in Korea. And It would be helped for safety
evaluation such as scientific basis for establishing food hygiene and safety policy, and future monitoring in

livestock products.
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Florisil 7}EZ A& A-&-8F= WS 9515t (Anastassiades
et al., 2003; MFDS., 2018). +84 5ol A& % =
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analysis grade)®-2 Merck (Darmstadt, Germany)ol|A] o]
ato] ARSI, 718 A2 BT AR 552 At
3199tk A8 AAZS 8l Florisil 7FEZ A (500 mg, 6
cc)= applied separation (Hamilton, USA)ol|A] ullgir, %
Byl ZE(PTFE 0.2 um)= Thermo (Waltham, USA)E
ARE-8ESATE

A9 A

>~
)

W Al AEslE i Sk 559 23], o
S ATl FHsiT A
&710l "ol -70°Co Hash

AF o] oFEAA N AT FFRsF AIE

> 1

R

7

—_—

X

J

5
=

o
-

i

20 EXL i

<]

p

i

)

r-?L r_r‘g

Py

i}

oz —J

(i

S~
of
ol
o
38

EFEHN Y EESH =

GC-MSMS EA U FoF 2058 =] Skl 7|5 A
e ATANM AEFT B FA2E1491€35] (CODEX)
o] Zg=o] ool wet Akt ol AAE 23 4131}
O] FFEFS Rl BHo] 747 A gste] obAlE 20 mL
o =] 1,000 mg/L FE EFYNS AL, Stock



A =
I.Jg'

|

40

198

bh

EEIC

3

LolH| - i - 2271 - BB - oK

Table 1. GC-MS/MS operating parameters for the analysis of 29 kinds of pesticides in livestock products

Instrument GC body: 7890B, MS/MS: 7010 GC/MS Triple Quad (Agilent, USA)

GC parameters
Column HP-5ms (30 m x 0.25 mm, 0.25 pm, Agilent, USA)

Rate (°C/min) Temp. (°C) Hold (min) Time (min)
Oven temperature Initial 70 2 2
20 300 8 21.5

Inject temperature 300°C
Injection volume 2 uL, splitless
Carrier gas He
Flow rate 1 mL/min

MS parameters
Ionization EL -70 eV
Source Temperature 230°C
MS Transfer Line Temperature 280°C
Collision gas N,
Solution FE| 2 == XFFL T2 ZFIH OS2 A} Ab 5mL 2 obHIE/32H20/80, viv) EFY 5 mLE AR
ST 274e] BRANE AT FEk S oME  iste] 845 A H WA 59 F29 4mLe £ 23
0% HNsje FRAFEAL AZSUT. EFAAS £ PE PE SuE §E50] W F OPIEFLQ080, vv)
Fgole W 2] Hol 400 BARAT, B4 A B b Agae] W) o] of

ShkE Rkl 717 A ARESE GC-MS/MS=
7890B GC system3} 7010 GC/MS Triple Quad (Agilent,
Santa Clara, USAYE AME-3I3iTh £48 Z¥H2 HP-5ms
(30 m x 0.25 mm, 0.25 um, Agilent, USA)S AM&-3}910H,
$Hk 7AZE AF AR §45S I mUminlE A
Ttee ALE ARt Rk EdE FRE fEE
300°CZ2 743k splitless 3l 2 uLE FH3HA &
25 70°CAA 287 FA E, 300°C7HA] 20°C e ¥
2 AN e 28 AR, AAE GC-MS/MS
B ZAL Table 13 74t}

o rlz |
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wAsket A 10g (&3], =AY, HilE 100 g,
Sf 500mL, 97 1070 oS =%, 4 $)S Fee
ol 250 mL &2 YAlETHe] ¥ 0.1% formic acid
7} 3HE o EYER 50 mLE 9 T 3087 AR
st} o] SAkladlE 4 ¢ 2 ASMEF 1 g2 MUtk
I8 3,000 goll A 5%7F 94 Bl st § 45 25 mLE
St ST &7 5 oEed Hol8lE 2% Hol
22T E 02mL F7F F 40°C ©|5ke] 48 FollA 7t
TESte] AE FFES oMEMALH20/80, viv) 3
4mLZ =91t} SPE-Florisil 7FEZ]A](500 mg, 6 cc)oll 4

g smLe &3l FY3
A B ZolglE 2% toll2alFelZ 02mL F7F 5 40°C
ojste] AA7|F dllA FF F WFRES IEALH20/
80, v/v) 1mLol| %<1 & =B
A

|

Of

2l & HHEgl JE(PTFE, 0.2 pm)=
AAste] o] & A|F-EH R SIUATHMFDS., 2018). (Fig. 1).
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2 FAITAE Al ‘CODEX 7ho] =2}l (CAC/
L OFERPAA A F o oFE T <A
F 5 AW vk EEEAbel Bk 7he| =8kl (2016) % A
g-sto] Al 9] 24179 (linearity), 71%3H (limit of detection,
LOD), % &3¢ (limit of quantification, LOQ), Z]5&(recovery)
9 A (reproducibility)ol] et a4 AT
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ng/mLe] FE=H 9l tht 7+ peak WAS o]&-ste] 7
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LOD)e} A #eHA| (Limit of Quantification, LOQ)= ZZr}
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Sample 10 g

Extraction

- Shaking for 30 min

Centrifugation
(5 min, 3000 G, 4C)

- Evaporation(40 C)

Purification
(Florisil SPE,
500 mg, 6 mL)

Concentration
(N> flow at 40 °C)

GC-MS/MS

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of samples preparation method.

Ttk AP gEEAE 559 tHo}O# g3,
eFstA] o, AL 2000l G
Fo supEog Fasion, H *JFHE% AZHRSD,

relative standard deviation)& ZAl4t8te] Al&H e 8]
AdA 2 APAPE FHrleldeh = FA 9 Al ukA
Fo|oEA I AR ASS AAEte] A g f1
& SRIEHATH
Aol (mg/kg)
HArHEF FHE 3| A 5 F=8
_ (ng) y (mL) . (mD)
NE FYHF A A A =F = E
(uL) (8 (mL)
) aié)ﬁ%k I(ml) _ 50(nL)
2(uD) 10(@  25(mL)

i
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g2 24Y 45 199

- Add 50 mL of 0.196 formic acid in acetonitrile

- Add 1 g of sodium chloride and 4 g of magnesium sulfate

- Take 25 mL of supernatant
- Add 0.2 mL 29 diethylene glycol in acetone and evaporation

- Dissolve 4 mL 20% acetone in hexane

- Condition with 5 mL of hexane and
5 ml of 20% acetone in hexane
- Loading with 4 mL of sample

- Elution with 5 mL of n-hexane/acetone &/2 (v/v)

- Dissolve with 1 mL of n-hexane/acetone 8/2 (v/v)

- Filtering through a syringe filter with PTFE(0.2 #n)

Ml = ﬂw 3 %ﬁ*é%ol
29H A4 AR
A jondt e 9 Farolgtd 38
TS 483 }&1 ZREL A= B4 g A
o 29% FolA FHRES] B tirpEe] EFEE A
T TRt o] tiapEo] ol
3 THNIFDS., 2017).

* AR S 2ekehe FoFY] R = BIjHES] R

F+ AT x AR 2R
* A4 = BelgrEe] Bale /oA Bal

5 24707 1 2Y
B A9 BB R719A, 71927, 7}H}Uﬂ°1E
A % EejolEA M2zl =A B oJeALe) 5 2
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Table 2. GC-MS/MS operating parameters for the analysis of 29 kinds of pesticides in livestock products

*

No. Compound RT Molef:ular Exact Precursorion  Production Collision energy
(min) weigh mass (m/z) (m/z) V)

257 222 12
1 Aldrin 11.51 364.9 361.87 261 191 30
263 193 30
261 191 30
2 Dieldrin 12.54 380.9 377.87 263 193 30
277 241 8
L 181 145 14
3 (y_lgHag) 10.33 290.8 287.86 183 147 12
217 181 8
165 15
4 Bifenthrin 13.54 4229 422.12 181 166 30
166 165 15
234 206 8
5 Chinomethionate 12.14 2343 233.99 206 148 12
116 89 12
194 34

. 264
Chlordane-cis 12.25 409.8 405.79 229 22
373 264 18
375 266 18
6 Chlordane-trans 12.12 409.8 405.79 373 266 20
371 264 20
149 85 8
Oxychlordane 11.89 423.7 419.77 115 51 22
87 10
267 203 15
Chlorfenvinphos, E 11.68 359.6 357.96 323 267 12
267 159 8
! 267 159 14
Chlorfenvinphos, Z, 11.80 359.6 357.96 323 267 12
295 267 8
197 169 12
8 Chlorpyrifos 11.38 350.6 348.92 286 258 8
314 258 12
125 79 6
9 Chlorpyrifos methyl 10.91 3225 320.89 286 93 20
271 12
237 165 25
p,p’-DDT 13.18 354.5 351.91 25 199 15
165 25
237 165 25
10 o,p’-DDT 12.87 354.5 351.91 25 199 15
165 25
248 176 30
p,p’-DDE 12.41 318.0 315.93 246 15

246

176 30




GC-MS/MSZ 083t ZMB 5 205 5% BALKE 24 45 201
Table 2. continued
No. Compound RT Mole_cular Exact Precursorion  Production Collision energy
(min) weigh mass (m/z) (m/z) (eV)
237 165 25
p,p’-DDD 12.82 320.0 317.95 235 199 15
165 25
87 86
11 Dimethoate 10.05 229.2 228.99 93 63
125 79
241 206 10
a-Endosulfan 12.27 406.9 403.81 195 159 6
243 208 10
241 206 12
12 B-Endosulfan 12.84 406.9 403.81 195 159 8
125 22
272 237 12
Endosulfan-sulfate 13.19 4229 419.81 274 239 12
229 157 32
261 191 28
Endrin 12.75 380.9 377.87 245 173 24
3 263 193 28
243 173 24
d-Keto-endrin 13.68 380.9 377.87 317 281 8
245 14
125 97 6
14 Ethion 12.77 384.5 383.98 153 97 10
231 129 22
181 153 8
15 Etrimfos 10.55 2923 292.06 ™~ 181 6
153 18
181 152 22
16 Fenpropathrin 13.66 3494 349.16 265 210 8
125 97 6
167 125 8
Fenvalerate, Iso.1 16.08 419.9 419.12 125 89 18
17 225 119 16
167 125 8
Fenvalerate, 1s0.2 16.29 419.9 419.12 125 89 18
225 119 16
272 237 12
Heptachlor 11.13 3733 369.82 270 235 12
235 141 24
18
147 28
Heptachlor epoxide 11.89 389.3 385.81 217 182 18
353 263 12
159 131 6
19 Mecarbam 11.80 3294 329.05 160 132 8
131 86 12




A =
I.Jg'

|

1o

202

b

3

FeESEPA

Table 2. continued

LolH| - i - 2271 - BB - oK

No. Compound Retentiqn Time Molef:ular Exact Precursorion  Production Collision energy
(min) weigh mass (m/z) (m/z) V)
125 79 8
20 Methacrifos 8.63 240.2 240.02 208 93 14
180 165 6
168 10
Permethrin-cis 14.61 391.3 390.07 183 153 12
21 163 91 12
168 10
Permethrin-trans 14.69 391.3 390.07 183 153 12
163 91 12
274 121 10

22 Phenthoate 11.86 3204 320.03 246 121

125 79 8
111 14
23 Phosalone 13.97 367.8 366.98 182 75 28
367 182 6
71 22
24 Phosmet 13.63 3173 316.99 160 133 10
133 77 12
238 166 8
25 Pirimicarb 10.63 238.3 238.14 96 14
166 71 24
139 97 6
26 Profenofos 12.37 373.6 371.93 337 267 12
339 269 12
135 107 12
27 Propargite 13.27 350.5 350.15 201 81 8
173 107 22
79 20
28 Pyriproxyfen 14.02 3214 321.13 136 96 10
226 186 12
134 8
29 Triazophos 12.91 3133 313.06 el 106 12
257 162 6

* RT: Retention Time
% Quantitative ions are underlined.

@41 s§HE)s A4Skl MRM 248 -] 98 full
scan¥} product ion scans X SFAUTE. Mass ranges 50-
550 m/z=2 A3t 1 mg/kg, 5mgkegel standard solution
< AHE-31e] Full scans X183t} Full scanollA] v A3}
£ R A5 w1 Meio] e S AT E
5l precursor ionS 4735193 mass #S 718t 200 m/z
o He= AL ARt 283 A E precursor ionS
2 product ion scang F&YT}. T}t CID energy (3-42
eV)E ARE3IO] product ion scanS 3, 7F =& LS

Hol= product ions % Fo]2(quantification ion)S.=, T}
222 37 7EH+E product iong 4 0] (qualification
ion)©. = Atk 4 717184 Z7-E Table 19 YEh
WAL, #AA AR B4 ol wiFE Ak

Table 201 YFERN It

NEEER:Z

=
MEHA Tl
—

= = -
B o T 2959 AeA(Selectivity)e EFE9,
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& AR vlasle] Frrelgch. FAe] AR BRLAs A £ ATk E B ARe] 244 (linearity)S SNt
747}3} A& _1\3'115_] Al waE A8 A T T A g3 78] 98 FAE FEEL o433l

0.005, 0.01, 0.02, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2 Z&]2 0.5 pg/mL F=9]
matrix-matched %89S 7t 2 uL A GC-MS/MSel

Table 3. Correlation coefficient (R”) in Matrix-matched calibration curves of 29 kinds of pesticides in livestock products

No. Compound - K -
beef pork chicken egg milk

1 Aldrin 0.9997 0.9987 0.9991 0.9989 0.9986
2 Dieldrin 0.9997 0.9981 0.9990 0.9994 0.9989
3 Lindane (y-BHC) 0.9994 0.9980 0.9992 0.9994 0.9984
4 Bifenthrin 0.9999 0.9977 0.9981 0.9955 0.9978
5 Chinomethionate 0.9945 0.9969 0.9902 0.9986 0.9974
Chlordane-cis 0.9981 0.9953 0.9850 0.9995 0.9988
6 Chlordane-trans 0.9990 0.9984 0.9988 0.9997 0.9988
Oxychlordane 0.9994 0.9980 0.9998 0.9972 0.9991
Chlorfenvinphos 0.9996 0.9979 0.9987 0.9989 0.9993
Chlorpyrifos 0.9995 0.9991 0.9991 0.9995 0.9985
Chlorpyrifos methyl 0.9992 0.9988 0.9993 0.9994 0.9984
p,p’-DDT 0.9992 0.9928 0.9990 0.9989 0.9990
10 o,p’-DDT 0.9990 0.9970 0.9976 0.9992 0.9988
p.,p’-DDE 0.9995 0.9990 0.9983 0.9995 0.9978
p,p’-DDD 0.9995 0.9982 0.9985 0.9993 0.9969
11 Dimethoate 0.9997 0.9984 0.9989 0.9996 0.9990
a-Endosulfan 0.9997 0.9987 0.9881 0.9960 0.9990
12 B-Endosulfan 0.9994 0.9979 0.9987 0.9993 0.9989
Endosulfan-sulfate 0.9999 0.9993 0.9994 0.9994 0.9990
3 Endrin 0.9997 0.9998 0.9983 0.9980 0.9990
8-Keto-endrin 0.9996 0.9970 0.9991 0.9994 0.9997
14 Ethion 0.9996 0.9995 0.9986 0.9992 0.9982
15 Etrimfos 0.9967 0.9990 0.9996 0.9990 0.9987
16 Fenpropathrin 0.9997 0.9981 0.9994 0.9988 0.9992
17 Fenvalerate 0.9997 0.9967 0.9980 0.9986 0.9991
18 Heptachlor 0.9978 0.9966 0.9986 0.9994 0.9998
Heptachlor epoxide 0.9997 0.9982 0.9995 0.9992 0.9988
19 Mecarbam 0.9994 0.9989 0.9989 0.9992 0.9991
20 Methacrifos 0.9997 0.9982 0.9986 0.9986 0.9987
21 Permethrin 0.9997 0.9976 0.9987 0.9983 0.9941
22 Phenthoate 0.9996 0.9980 0.9993 0.9995 0.9996
23 Phosalone 0.9994 0.9951 0.9992 0.9992 0.9984
24 Phosmet 0.9984 0.9994 0.9995 0.9998 0.9994
25 Pirimicarb 0.9998 0.9977 0.9989 0.9986 0.9978
26 Profenofos 0.9996 0.9993 0.9964 0.9992 0.9993
27 Propargite 0.9987 0.9992 0.9963 0.9994 0.9990
28 Pyriproxyfen 0.9996 0.9975 0.9984 0.9986 0.9979
29 Triazophos 0.9988 0.9984 0.9942 0.9985 0.9988
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Table 4. Recovery results of analytical method for the determination of 29 kinds of pesticides in livestock products
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Sample
No. Compound Fortification Beef Pork Chicken Egg Milk
(mg/kg) “Ave* RSD® Ave RSD Ave RSD  Ave RSD  Ave RSD
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
0.005 923 128 844 100 886 122 876 100 860 63
1 Aldrin 0.01 846 98 718 178 1004  11.1 895 70 880 97
0.1 704 60 943 93 1009 71 900 117 955 8.1
0.005 109.5 37 762 168 8.5 177 982 25 8.7 10
2 Dieldrin 0.01 1123 50 669 108 1170 174 1005 85 8.6 70
0.1 1039 53 776 24 1180 64 88 30 8.1 37
. 0.005 1038 135  89.1 90 894 101  95.1 13 778 15
3 &_“é‘ﬁg) 0.01 100.1 59 852 154 1109 59 902 52 922 87
0.1 862 60 772 139 1069 51 899 85 984 84
0.005 983 146 926 172 909 110 1159 47 965 38
4 Bifenthrin 0.01 942 77 1068 193 1098 100 1107 13.1 906 5.7
0.1 819 79 89 36 1160 31 1200 107 1171 6.1
0.005 1009 124 896 50 1126 157 889 161 752 2.7
5  Chinomethionate  0.01 1008 62 709 188 1054 69 910 60 951 94
0.1 88.8 52 743 124 1140 96 914 60 969 87
0.005 1020 91 89 105 914 108 1098 128 916 7.0
Chlordan-cis 0.01 924 53 780 83 1184 75 86 54 1006 117
0.1 714 62 756 115 1121 60 850 46 974 34
0.005 1192 223 90.1 70 858 142 860 216 943 L1
6  Chlordan-trans 0.01 896 113 773 120 1096 99 944 120 814 189
0.1 705 160 832 7.1 1162 88  89.1 26 934 97
0.005 689 61 738 88 935 96 1017 69 8.1 717
Oxychlordane 0.01 78.7 13 724 127 900 43 1007 60 925 117
0.1 71.3 34 755 50 1020 104 1048 105 939 43
0.005 1080 86 964 98 949 96 922 155 802 56
7 Chlorfenvinfos 0.01 1036 35 742 67 1160 76 945 70 858 40
0.1 843 45 1076 7.6 109.1 49 970 63 995 95
0.005 107.1 25 865 95 969 117 1163 63 999 78
8  Chlorpyrifos 0.01 762 25 744 30 1109 151 1039 149 952 938
0.1 842 62 815 28 1037 51 797 64 963 93
. 0.005 1082 121 953 68 892 121 917 152 968 105
9 Ch_ggﬁslf"s 0.01 1071 42 981 153 836 42 930 38 83 85
0.1 876 48 978 28 1079 50  99.1 84 982 94
0.005 707 147 757 52 1034 112 1023 192 761 75
p,p-DDT 0.01 821 107 786 66 1140 63 1057 49 749 56
0.1 722 132 1080 86 1166 54 886 122 1067 83
0.005 132 100  74.1 38 882 127 826 205 831 12
0,p-DDT 0.01 1106 42 80 164 1052 95 89 73 842 162
0 0.1 902 171 771 77 1026 16 973 99 901 2.8
0.005 996 74 669 241 889 69 1083 0.5 890 43
p,p-DDE 0.01 877 130 625 102 1142 103 917 160 896 47
0.1 716 135 854 95 1185 38 949 130 89.1 118
0.005 796 113 846 32 873 93 8.5 187 923 3.1
p,p-DDD 0.01 76.6 12 845 174 1138 84 1137 134 935 60
0.1 732 94 954 84 1117 53 798 83 853 05

“Mean values of 5 times repetitions with relative standard deviation.

®Relative standard deviation
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Table 4. continued
Sample
No. Compound Fortification Beef Pork Chicken Egg Milk
(mgkg) “Ave* RSD® Ave RSD Ave RSD  Ave RSD  Ave RSD
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
0.005 904 246 924 198 903 72 998 118 868 213
11 Dimethoate 0.01 933 151 8.8 69 1127 89  86.1 39 721 115
0.1 882 105 1129 44 1107 86 968 81 955 117
0.005 986 117 772 185 916 98 1023 34 89 29
a-Endosulfan 0.01 904 212 771 42 1171 95 980 123  80.1 57
0.1 717 146 1035 116 1200 99 700 74 963 35
0.005 1084 107 774 161 836 124 1139 22 808 38
12 B-Endosulfan 0.01 1029 52 805 89 1163 122 963 28 959 127
0.1 834 64 804 121 1090 73 1138 82 899 125
0.005 1104 136 853 158 954 91 946 170 86 22
Eni‘l’lsfzga“ 0.01 1070 48 1177 146 1160 71 978 08 999 109
0.1 894 35 938 109 1143 64 972 58 930 96
0.005 988 182 759 113 843 151 938 157 828 27
Endrin 0.01 1012 126 762 123 912 92 998 30 922 72
3 0.1 880 68 784 41 1155 50 872 67 923 114
0.005 976 170 762 55 786 116 1070 51 912 247
§-Keto-endrin 0.01 89.7 12 8.0 167 1137 94 1012 04 897 75
0.1 784 64 886 116 1114 57 972 113 1074 88
0.005 1078 100 780 221 870 114 87 257 85 27
14 Ethion 0.01 1092 45 847 96 1190 83 8.0 74 929 115
0.1 900 34 713 132 1125 57 810 59 841 55
0.005 1106 101 721 1.1 873 93 975 02 808 72
15 Etrimfos 0.01 1086 40 8.6 150 1162 89 908 73 876 92
0.1 894 50 772 19 1135 55 880 64 935 9.6
0.005 838 48 878 163 8.0 60 1096 84 852 149
16  Fenpropathrin 0.01 1051 122 927 190 1159 147 88 39 903 40
0.1 80.7 155 903 32 1146 06 826 58 84 0.1
0.005 980 11.1 994 27 939 140 1106 156 815 47
17 Fenvalerate 0.01 99.3 36 1021 199 876 51 1068 145 984 53
0.1 108.8 41 1002 37 1138 30 1128 96 918 29
0.005 958 136 745 70 874 111 926 26 813 21
Heptachlor 0.01 92 79 716 127 1093 79 893 60 894 98
" 0.1 780 65 718 146 1065 63 818 95 984 100
0.005 1061 141 800 201 933 140 903 198 889 155
Heptachlor epoxide ~ 0.01 95.5 7.7 76.4 76 1177 6.5 1049 2.6 95.0 12.2
0.1 787 53 793 37 107.1 75 1007 75 956 38
0.005 975 141 941 157 898 66 1123 30 853 138
19 Mecarbam 0.01 902 105 946 166 1166 99 1103 29 1019 126
0.1 816 56 1007 192 1134 64 1060 97 975 109
0.005 1103 120 664 215 88 110 903 168 675 127
20 Methacrifos 0.01 1088 44 985 158 1122 73 907 68 909 86
0.1 907 47 987 110 1082 48 847 59 902  10.
0.005 1088 143 726 229 944 46 1167 79 910 132
21 Permethrine 0.01 108.5 88 83 168 1053 66 1106 112 832 1.6
0.1 913 56 942 41 1098 66 1162 101 877 21
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Table 4. continued
Sample
No. Compound Fortification Beef Pork Chicken Egg Milk
(mgkg) “Ave' RSD* Ave RSD Ave RSD Ave RSD Ave RSD
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
0.005 109.2 3.1 80.3 7.2 98.2 1.8 100.1 23 86.3 54
22 Phentoate 0.01 116.3 0.3 89.6 199 1143 5.7 98.0 24 96.0 5.5
0.1 88.3 2.5 85.2 9.3 1105 6.9 94.6 10.8  100.0 8.7
0.005 111.2 8.4 91.2 33 96.6 10.0 105.2 20.5 81.3 6.6
23 Phosalone 0.01 109.8 2.5 114.0 11.8  108.2 69 1122 04 85.1 4.5
0.1 91.2 3.9 92.4 3.1 116.2 4.7 101.1 10.7 101.2 9.5
0.005 92.8 242 87.6 7.0 103.9 14.5 97.1 16.3 79.6 8.0
24 Phosmet 0.01 100.9 8.3 86.5 9.7 107.7 13.4 83.7 10.6 90.1 2.9
0.1 96.1 2.7 1073 8.1 86.8 7.0 93.0 8.7 85.2 32
0.005 72.4 10.5 723 12.0 854 11.6 1013 94 739 196
25 Pirimicarb 0.01 97.6 4.6 93.9 11.0  106.9 8.0 92.0 8.8 73.0 7.8
0.1 81.5 6.9 85.8 9.1 1015 5.7 95.6 7.8 89.8 12.2
0.005 82.6 23 924 18.7 97.8 14.2 88.4 19.2 80.9 3.1
26 Profenofos 0.01 94.9 6.0 87.5 6.6 118.1 12.9 97.8 30 1014 7.1
0.1 81.5 56 101.8 7.0 116.0 94 103.7 7.1 98.5 8.8
0.005 104.3 16.3 82.9 9.8 90.3 16.3 874 18.8 79.1 6.2
27 Propagite 0.01 98.6 5.2 80.7 9.6 75.1 44 954 2.5 92.9 9.3
0.1 88.1 6.2 80.0 1.8 115.8 4.8 95.8 7.7 99.6 10.1
0.005 102.7 14.2 86.7 52 88.1 12.9 77.6 27.1 83.0 4.6
28  Pyripenoxyfen 0.01 104.7 83 106.1 165 1183 7.0 1134 14.5 87.9 8.3
0.1 88.5 3.7 88.0 3.6 113.6 49 119.1 10.0 93.3 9.8
0.005 111.9 123 834 74 92.4 144 82.8 16.5 84.9 0.6
29 Triazophos 0.01 109.9 4.9 86.6 1.6 75.4 13.7 92.9 0.3 89.7 7.1
0.1 91.9 9.1 88.5 1.1 117.6 4.8 92.6 3.8 92.8 9.6
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Fig. 2. Standard chromatogram of 29 kinds of pesticides (0.01 mg/L). Retention time (RT) and Peak Number are shown by Table 2.



=19 =jA =0 A o 5 =
208 HUE - 2oke - S - 02 - 207 - 2OX - W - o5
£ x1047 11.888 min. B yig® 11.804 min.
ER &7382 § B s587.57
© oz
B
14
! 7
03 s
0.8 h
0.7 5
0 .
s
0s 3
03 2
02
) /\
01
] o
a1
! 15 118 1185 118 1185 12 1205 1185 117 178 1l 1185 113 1188 !
Acquisition Tima [min} Acquisition Tima [min}
6. Oxychlordane 7. Chlorfenvinphos (E, 2)
= w0t 11.375 min. p
i ER S
. Y s
325
15 <
14 278
L
12 228
) ]
1.75
o8 15
0E 125
4
044 07rs
02 0s
n.2s
2 ]
Raliedd
2 nks 2 (R PR TR 1158 075 108 1085 08 1085 e nos 11
Aequisitian Tima [min} Acquisiticn Time {min}
8. Chlorpyrifos 9. Chlorpyrifos methyl
B0 12.411 min. B x10t 12.820 min.
2148.50 = ey
g ® H :: 20073.28
N 3.-2.5
7 3
275
B 25
= 1.225
4 75
15
* 125
- 1
2 0.7s
14 as
0.25
o ]
028
1225 123 1238 124 1z4s 25 1zss ' 1285 127 1298 12 1285 128 1dss
Aeadsiten Tim (min) Acquisition Tima fmin}
 J ki K
10. p,p'-DDE 10. p,p’-DDD, o,p'-DDT
2 x102 13.150 min. £ x0? 10.084 min.
. 3204.50 ] aul 263502
12 328
11 a4
1 275
asd 254
oz 2325
o 2
i 175
s 154
os 1254
o4 1
— 0754
024 L
a1 0254
=] a
21 L3254
15 1305 13a 1318 132 1325 133 133s sks 1h wos 104 whs w2z s

Fig. 2. continued

Acquisition Time (min)

Acquisition Time [min}

11. Dimethoate



— = 25 AR = 0= ool = ME HAMEH H=E
GC MS/MSE o|o°J :NE s 2935 o—|k——| oA“:I'c-)II IJH:I oo 209
e 12.255 min. ] 12.B£3 min.
Fs 57.38 H £7.83
oz -

1.1 3

1 275

o s

o 2254

0z

o7 2

o7 175

il 15,

os] 175

04 1

£3 ors

oz os

o o254

o [
o1 oz
T T T T T T T T T T T T
1Z2 1225 123 1235 124 1245 1Z5 1235 1z2 1255 13
Acquisition Time (in) Acquisition Time (min)

12. e-Endosulfan 12. B-Endosulfan

B x104 13.18 min. 8502 12.751 min.
El 3 s
HEEE 03323 i 12,07

- Y
o o A A I VI
s - " w

Jmhlllll‘-lul‘h

b

13708 131 13115 132 1325 [EE 1338
Acquisition Tima [min]

12. Endosulfan—sulfate

5 x103 12,878 min. 8 403
g : 10287 = -]
244 ]
22 LER
z 0.8
1.8 0.7
18
14 251
12 LR
14 0.4
08
.3
044 024
0z .1
. o
224
s ades ids ades i 1375 ids i3S BE 1265 37 1295 I T 123 T

Acquisition Tima [min}

13. o-Keto—endrin 14. Ethion

Acquisition Time [min}

Z x104 0552 min. g win* 13885 min.
7 13252 3 - EETS
zz
&5.
= z
5
55 1.8
5 16
45
= 14
-
35 1.2
2 1
s o.e
2 DE
15
1 o4
a4 D2
Bl &
a5 -
T T T T T T T b2 T T T T T T T T
104 1345 105 1055 1S 1055 137 135 1355 12E 1385 137 137s 12E
Acquision Time {mir Acquisition Time [min}

15. Etrimfos 16. Fenpropathrin
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Table 5. Inter-laboratory validation results of analytical method for the determination of 29 kinds of pesticides in livestock products
Beef Pork Chicken Egg Milk
Fortification

No.  Compound Recovery (%) RSD® Recovery (%) RSD Recovery (%) RSD Recovery (%) RSD Recovery (%) RSD
(mg/kg) A N . N .
LABI* LAB2® (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LABl LAB2 (%)

0.005 923 716 126 844 688 102 86 773 68 8.6 84 01 8.0 770 55
1 Aldrin 0.01 846 723 78 718 689 21 1004 85 80 8.5 86 22 80 87 13
0.1 704 702 01 943 700 147 1009 902 56 900 765 81 955 917 20
0.005 1095 779 169 762 760 01 8.5 89 15 982 924 30 87 89 05
2 Dieldrin 0.01 1123 795 171 669 759 63 1170 876 144 1005 986 10 86 864 0.1 b
0.1 1039 762 154 776 748 18 1180 1021 72 88 8.1 04 8.1 83 05 S
. 0.005 1038 839 106 8.1 713 1L1 84 796 58 951 903 26 778 749 19 &
3 &fgﬁg) 0.01 1001 941 31 82 8.2 30 1109 8.7 140 902 889 07 922 916 03 4
0.1 862 741 75 772 744 18 1069 789 151 899 8.1 22 984 87 52 N
0.005 983 777 117 926 83 59 909 894 08 1159 872 141 965 87 7.1 ol
4 Bifenthrin 0.01 942 830 63 1068 762 167 1098 900 99 1107 88 127 906 89 32 5
0.1 819 733 55 89 772 53 1160 1016 66 1200 733 242 171 909 126 T
0.005 1009 535 307 896 680 137 1126 1034 43 889 666 143 752 TL6 25 =
5 Chinomethionate 001 1008 558 287 709 7001 06 1054 396 454 910 746 99 951 8.7 40 i
0.1 888 806 48 743 661 58 1140 1272 55 914 704 130 969 953 08 4
0.005 1020 685 196 89 8.0 1.8 914 8.1 60 1098 89 105 916 82 19 i
Chlordan-cis 0.0 924 679 153 780 739 27 1184 869 153 856 941 47 1006 913 48 A
0.1 714 677 27 756 743 09 1121 1051 32 850 771 49 974 923 27 o
0.005 1192 746 230 9.1 782 71 858 80 23 8.0 800 3.6 943 895 26 o
6 Chlordan-trans 001 8.6 725 105 773 716 38 1096 892 103 944 846 55 84 790 15 s
0.1 705 705 00 832 873 24 1162 1098 28 8.1 714 110 934 795 80 &
0.005 689 523 137 738 668 50 935 812 70 1017 799 120  89.1 808 49
Oxychlordane 001 787 580 151 724 700 L7 900 776 74 1007 935 37 925 769 92
0.1 713 687 19 755 691 44 1020 924 49 1048 886 84 939 928 06
0.005 1080 848 120 964 84 72 949 83 53 922 784 81 802 795 04
7 Chlorfenvinfos 001 1036 928 55 742 870 79 1160 89 149 945 917 15 858 929 40
0.1 843 828 09 1076 88 96 10901 84 122 970 875 51 95 921 39

“Ministry of Food and Drug Safety
°Seoul Regional Food and Drug Administration
‘Coefficient of variation of inter-laboratory laboratory



Table 5. continued

Sample
Fortification Beef Pork Chicken Egg Milk
No. Compound

(mg/kg) Recovery (%)  RSD  Recovery (%)  RSD Recovery (%)  RSD Recovery (%) RSD  Recovery (%)  RSD
LABI LAB2 (%) LABI LAB2 (%) LABI LAB2 (%) LABI LAB2 (%) LABl LAB2 (%)
0.005 107.1 734 187 865 846 1.1 9.9  86.7 56 1163 96.0 96 999 790 117
8  Chlorpyrifos 0.01 762 789 17 744 722 15 1109 918 94 1039 992 23 952 842 6.1
0.1 842 747 60 815 752 40 1037 1026 05 797 8.5 41 963 954 0.5
0.005 1082 814 141 953 907 25 892 819 43 917 907 05 968 789 102
Ch_lr(r’lrepﬂylrilfos 0.01 1071 92.6 73 981 800 102 8.6 857 12 930 928 01 883 819 38
Y 0.1 876 750 77 978 816 90 1079 8.7 109  99.1 855 74 982 879 55
0.005 707 77.8 48 757 595 120 1034 738 167 1023 703 185 761  67.9 5.7
p.,p-DDT 0.01 82.1 759 39 786 982  I1.1 1140 760 200 1057  86.8 98 749  87.0 7.5
0.1 722 701 15 1080 810 143 1166 894 132 886 812 44 1067 928 7.0
0.005 1132 773 188 741 693 33 882 855 16 826 824 01 8.1 702 8.4
0,p-DDT 0.01 1106 715 215 880 757 75 1052 8.8 113 839 838 01 842 828 0.8
0 0.1 902 702 125 771 597 127 1026  87.8 78 973 780 110 901 882 1.1
0.005 996 782 120 669 638 24 889 867 13 1083 843 125 89.0 743 9.0
p.p-DDE 0.01 877 703 110 625  65.1 20 1142 930 102 917 874 24 896 790 6.3
0.1 716 702 10 84 673 119 1185 1009 80 949  79.1 91 891 854 2.1
0.005 796  73.6 39 846 812 21 873 871 01 825 924 57 923 782 8.3
p,p-DDD 0.01 766 726 27 845 747 62 113.8 892 121 1137 964 82 935 892 24
0.1 732 721 08 954  89.1 34 1117 1094 10 798 874 45 853  89.1 22
0.005 904  79.5 64 924 874 28 903 651 162 998 915 43 8.8 717 95
11 Dimethoate 0.01 933 90.4 16 8.8 733 84 1127 829 152 8.1 951 50 721 768 32
0.1 882 817 38 1129 1040 41 1107 1157 22 968 933 18 955 741 126
0.005 986 709 163 772 761 07 916 821 55 1023 1006 08 859 744 72
o-Endosulfan  0.01 904 728 108 771 768 02 171 977 90 980 979 01  80.1 841 24
0.1 717 695 16 1035 759 154 1200 1067 59 700 700 00 963 876 47
0.005 1084 778 164 774 751 15 8.6 799 23 1139 910 112 808  69.0 7.9
12 B-Endosulfan  0.01 1029 814 117 805 706 66 1163 904 125 963 952 06 959 809 8.5
0.1 834 755 50 804 794 06 1090  108.9 00 1138 919 106 899 854 2.6
0.005 1104 775 175 853  84.1 07 954 726 136 946 772 101 86 639 128
Enguofggan 0.01 107.0 944 63 1177 89 151 1160 804 181 978 922 29 999 959 2.0
0.1 89.4  80.6 52 938 878 33 1143 1128 07 972 748 130 930 917 0.7
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Table 5. continued

Sample
Fortification Beef Pork Chicken Egg Milk
No.  Compound
(mg/kg) Recovery (%) RSD  Recovery (%) RSD  Recovery (%) RSD  Recovery (%) RSD  Recovery (%)  RSD
LABI LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LABl LAB2 (%) LABI LAB2 (%)
0.005 988 793 109 759 741 12 843 8.9 02 938 845 52 828 692 8.9
Endrin 0.01 1012 864 79 762 710 35 912 867 25 998 865 71 922 851 4.0
" 0.1 880 722 99 784 770 09 1155 992 76 872 849 13 923 870 3.0
0.005 976  83.7 77 762 692 48 786 763 1.5 1070 920 75 912 835 44
§-Keto-endrin 0.01 89.7  86.0 21 890  87.1 11 1137 8.8 169 1012 913 51 897  80.1 5.7
0.1 784 76.0 16 886 641 160 1114 1092 10 972 909 33 1074 979 46
0.005 107.8 986 45 780 779 01 870 767 63 8.7 870 02 825 772 33
14 Ethion 0.01 1092 101.8 35 847 804 26 1190 778 209  89.0 1024 70 929 843 49
0.1 900 796 61 713 844 84 1125 993 62 810 884 44 841 847 0.4
0.005 1106 68.1 238 721 668 38 873 769 63 975 914 32 808 780 1.8
15 Etrimfos 0.01 1086 732 195 866 750 72 1162 812 177 908 835 42 876 767 6.6
0.1 89.4 734 98 772 760 08 1135 745 207 880 820 35 935 828 6.1
0.005 838  79.0 29 878 823 32 890 880 06 1096 887 105 852 850 0.1
16  Fenpropathrin 0.01 1051 910 72 927 814 65 1159 889 132 8.8  96.8 54 903 829 43
0.1 80.7 767 25 903 814 52 1146 812 171 826  89.0 37 884 889 03
0.005 980  96.6 07 994 808 103 939  88.1 32 1106 831 142 815 420 320
17 Fenvalerate 0.01 993 98.1 06 1021 919 53 876 844 19 1068 977 44 984 703 167
0.1 1088 763 176 1002 785  12.1 113.8 1087 23 1128 919 102 918 816 5.9
0.005 958 758 117 745 609 100 874 774 61 926 882 24 813 725 5.7
Heptachlor 0.01 902 844 33 716 785 46 1093 838 132 893 807 51 894 835 34
" 0.1 780 705 51 718 646 53 1065 976 44 818 787 19 984  86.1 6.7
0.005 1061 767 161 800 755 29 933 80.0 77 903 853 28 889 829 3.5
Hg}fﬁgﬁ’r 0.01 955  82.8 7.1 764 679 59 1177 958 103 1049 889 83 950 841 6.1
0.1 787 76.1 17 793 737 37 1071 1016 26 1007 912 50 956  93.1 13
0.005 975  81.0 92 941 781 93 898 797 60 1123 924 97 853 844 0.5
19  Mecarbam 0.01 902 864 22 946 844 57 1166 853 155 1103 954 72 1019 987 1.6
0.1 816 733 54 1007 852 83 1134 924 102 1060 922 70 975 930 24
0.005 1103 791 165 664 662 02 858 750 67 903 819 49 675 658 13
20 Methacrifos 0.01 108.8  89.5 97 985 717 157 1122 795 171 90.7  85.7 28 909 676 147
0.1 907 710 122 987 774 12.1 1082 718 202 847 812 21 902 764 8.3
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Table 5. continued

Sample
Fortification Beef Pork Chicken Egg Milk
No. Compound
(mg/kg) Recovery (%) RSD Recovery (%)  RSD Recovery (%)  RSD Recovery (%)  RSD Recovery (%)  RSD
LABlI LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%) LAB1 LAB2 (%)
0.005 108.8 78.0 16.5 72.6 68.8 2.7 94 4 87.2 40 1167 93.2 11.2 91.0 76.8 8.5
21  Permethrin 0.01 108.5 81.8 14.0 83.3 76.7 4.1 105.3 93.7 5.8 110.6 95.2 7.5 83.2 81.9 0.8
0.1 91.3 75.4 9.5 94.2 74.3 11.8 109.8 95.6 6.9 116.2 80.7 18.0 87.7 76.1 7.1
0.005 109.2 107.9 0.6 80.3 75.0 34 98.2 90.4 4.1 100.1 92.6 3.9 86.3 84.5 1.1
22 Phentoate 0.01 1163 1044 54 89.6 83.5 3.5 114.3 90.2 11.8 98.0 93.7 2.2 96.0 94.0 1.1
0.1 88.3 80.4 4.7 85.2 83.3 1.1 110.5 88.4 11.1 94.6 92.9 0.9 100.0 93.0 3.6
0.005 111.2 82.0 15.1 91.2 81.2 5.8 96.6 83.7 72 1052 88.9 8.4 81.3 76.4 3.1
23 Phosalone 0.01 109.8 94.0 7.8 114.0 83.2 15.6 108.2 88.5 10.0 112.2 98.7 6.4 85.1 82.8 1.4
0.1 91.2 80.0 6.5 92.4 86.4 34 116.2 107.5 3.9 101.1 99.8 0.6 101.2 90.7 5.5
0.005 92.8 75.3 104 87.6 79.4 49 1039 73.6 17.1 97.1 93.2 2.0 79.6 70.8 5.9
24 Phosmet 0.01 100.9 91.6 4.8 86.5 84.1 1.4 107.7 74.4 18.3 83.7 103.0 10.3 90.1 83.9 3.6
0.1 96.1 88.8 3.9 107.3 99.4 3.8 86.8 99.9 7.0 93.0 87.2 3.2 85.2 91.8 3.7
0.005 724 1013 16.6 72.3 76.9 3.1 854 76.0 58 1013 117.3 7.3 73.9 65.4 6.1
25  Pirimicarb 0.01 97.6 76.2 12.3 93.9 71.1 13.8 106.9 72.0 19.5 92.0 90.3 0.9 73.0 63.3 7.1
0.1 81.5 65.7 10.7 85.8 79.6 3.7 101.5 86.0 8.3 95.6 85.9 53 89.8 53.6 25.2
0.005 82.6 101.0 10.0 924 90.3 1.1 97.8 78.1 11.2 88.4 82.0 3.8 80.9 81.2 0.2
26  Profenofos 0.01 94.9 87.7 39 87.5 76.0 7.0 118.1 74.6 22.6 97.8 91.2 3.5 101.4 85.1 8.7
0.1 81.5 78.6 1.8 101.8 90.8 5.7 116.0 109.5 2.9 103.7 85.3 9.7 98.5 95.4 1.6
0.005 104.3 96.8 3.7 82.9 80.3 1.6 90.3 75.9 8.7 87.4 80.6 4.0 79.1 71.0 54
27  Propagite 0.01 98.6 1143 74 80.7 80.6 0.1 75.1 130.0 26.8 95.4 86.0 5.2 92.9 81.4 6.6
0.1 88.1 75.9 74 80.0 68.3 7.9 115.8 74.0 22.0 95.8 82.6 7.4 99.6 89.1 5.6
0.005 102.7 84.9 9.5 86.7 68.3 11.9 88.1 77.6 6.3 77.6 85.0 4.6 83.0 75.3 4.9
28 Pyripenoxyfen 0.01 104.7 87.3 9.1 106.1 80.1 14.0 118.3 83.7 17.1 113.4 94.4 9.1 87.9 82.6 3.1
0.1 88.5 74.0 8.9 88.0 717.3 6.5 113.6 105.0 3.9 119.1 82.5 18.2 93.3 91.6 0.9
0.005 111.9 81.0 16.0 83.4 83.3 0.1 924 75.1 10.3 82.8 96.4 7.6 84.9 80.1 2.9
29  Triazophos 0.01 109.9 84.6 13.0 86.6 78.9 4.7 75.4 81.7 4.0 92.9 100.8 4.1 89.7 89.3 0.2
0.1 91.9 80.9 6.4 88.5 88.1 0.2 117.6 100.7 7.7 92.6 94.2 0.9 92.8 90.3 1.4
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