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Determination of 26 Veterinary Drugs in Water by Dispersive Liquid—
Liquid Microextraction Combined with Ultraperformance Liquid Chro-
matography—Tandem Mass Spectrometry
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Abstract: A UPLC-MS/MS method based on RSM-optimized dispersive liquid—liquid microextrac-
tion (dllme) was established for simultaneous determination of 26 veterinary drugs in water. Single—
factor experiments were conducted to optimize the pretreatment conditions. The mobile phase com-
prised 0. 1% formic acid in water (with 5 mmol/l. ammonium formate) as the aqueous phase and
methanol as the organic phase. Subsequently, Na;EDTA was added to eliminate matrix interference
from metal ions. Acetonitrile was chosen for extraction, and acetone for dispersion. while anhydrous
magnesium sulfate and sodium chloride were added to facilitate phase separation. The optimal vol-
umes of the extraction solvent and dispersive solvent, as well as the optimal amount of Na,EDTA,
were determined using response surface methodology. Under optimized conditions, the 26 target ana-
lytes exhibited favorable linearity within the concentration range of 0. 05-200 wg/L (*>0.99), with
LODs and LOQs of 0. 02-1. 6 pg/LL and 0. 05-5 pg/L, respectively. At three spiking levels, the ob-
tained recoveries were in the range of 71. 94%-107. 76% (n=6), with enrichment factors of 7.2 -
10. 8, and intra—day and inter—day RSDs both less than 10%. The proposed method offers simplicity,
cost efficiency and high sensitivity, making it applicable for quantifying sulfonamides, quinolones,

and glucocorticoids in aqueous samples.
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WA RIS S 258 T HE B PONPIG, ZHEhUR . M EREER, Hak s 52 e
KA RIPE AR K, TEE A5Gy, BVERE S5k L sE iR 1, VA — 288405 YeiiE 5|
RE Bk H 25 EAL. DA R BARIRITAEYYR 7 RS R, (AU gt 251 2 o AR A 3R T AR
TR B 2. H BTS2 A R K IR AL T ng/L~ /LR, BIRIEARAR, [HHRK N4
SEDUAEDIIN 2P0 2ERAEHE , 0T RE S B XS

BER M E (GCs) A —ZREEAEARIME, HRRAG =M 28 B, xR
W AR R 1065 0 MRt AR, W B B R AR K R b 015 B A 20,
Liu S &5 05 /K AT BEK L rp 2R R s B R A T 7RI, 4 SR I o R B R IR E (171~
192 ng/L) WA & THERE (41.5~60. 2 ng/L) FIZEEE (39.6~40. 5 ng/L) . WLAh, BER B ERAN
SrWTFRN, v AR B KA AR N 4 b RG0SR . B p &5 2 E A7
ZoCACIETERRE, I, aR TR o] [RIAAI 2 2 s  iT T i

H A Py A I R K BT AR 2L OBE R T 3 A RE A B R 40 ORI AR
(DLLME) . H#E#MEE . MAHAHEC (SPE) . WA (LLE) %, BEIEEFEEBREEEE . BHAL
B, HERRGTE EH bR, OV T E, H SR . BAHREBGREREE Jy, AR K
HAFESARBRRCRART , MELUH R PRSI TR 7 WO BURE TR A5 iz bR & & ,
EAEPUEFTEFER . SHFALHBRER T ©, M2 F, DLLME Pl . 8080 . AUE
FIHEARADEmI " AR, WA SR ARSI o B A I . 88 T 4 SO B AR A%
LYV T ORI R B S T SR K v ) B 25 AL B EA T T AHSGIEST . 44480 DLLME i &5 55
FIEA, BT R0 HAMREE S R BCCR AR o & Flfk DLLME B4R IREE, (HRiAR &
B BEER. BREmE Y ARSI DLLME B2 BRI, MIEERiEsm . SRR S 800
WCR AT E M8 B DLLME J5 iR 78 A B 5T A xE L ] e e 4 £, 2 4 FAR PR 2 1
e, & —FhREFRmIE R . foE . SRt Hak T SE i tETs i) DLLME J5i%, & 4 uiris e b b
B —AN EHEP R

BEXF bRl R, AR CREVE ARG, SahlRk 17550 53 ORI I R BOR AR 1 e ot ) 4K A5 49 [l
WCERELZEM I, T AU T B sl s 48, Bl . SR pemrE s, mi HidH
TS BRAKERR BRI, o] A K e E 475 e ) JXURE: W I R A s S A o] SR R S %
S )

1.1 ;5 IKH

o TR 0 0 — B R REAY. (Xevo TQD, 21 Waters 24 1]) 5 SRIKIKZEIL (N-EVAP112, FEH
Organomation Associates v 1) ) ; /KPR Z#s (SR-2DS, HZASTATEC 22 H]) ; Bl (Allegra X-30R,
£[E BECAKMEN COULTER A7) ; HT/0Mr KF (MS204S, EE T8 R 220 7]) 5 RiEDE
$e: (TRIOTM-1N, HZSASONE 7))

26 P ZGAR IR (RERRERHEAIR AT, 4iEF=95%, Hpmkie2s (15Fh), MiEmZs (3
Bl PERCEEZS (8F) ., &b (brdl, RIETHEHFHME T AR AR, MM BR =M (5
Braf, fERAFEIRFIAR A ), JoKGREREE (rfral, JeniamfRaibsmaman]); Wi, Wi
B (e, SEH Agilent A7) ; W5, Wil (a4, 321 Thermo Fisher 28]

1.2 FRERRAIEH

53 IERRAS BGE S AR 344 1000 mg/L 1) 26 Fl 2425 (R bR T AR 10 mL 25206, FH
FEERZZE, 155 10 mg/LANRGPRER, T 4 CHRRGELIR .

1.3 HmATabiE

FEL 10 mLKEETF 50 mL &0 o, T KEEpHAE R 7, 23 BN 850 L () 2 5 VE b 2K B
350 WL Y ERVE 23 8GR, iR FIRGE30 s, MIA 15 mgH Na,EDTA, 4 g TC/KEREREER 1 g Ay E LN
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WHE30 s J5, B 5 min, L4200 r/min &0 5 min, F B2 APAHFERLE] 15 mLIAE L EO0E, FHIRE
4200 r/min #5005 min, FFSESUERZI EZHE P 425 wl, BRWA ETF 40 "CRKIGHR G Eia T,

RGN FAEERZ 1 mL, 150.22 pm YIS, AT R S R LA 1,
b b 4 i
=) |_\ )

Bl i ARG fen 2
Fig. 1 Flow diagram of dispersion liquid-liquid microextraction

1.4 BiERERYE

oSt fAiEHE . Waters Aquity UPLC BEH C18 (2.1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 wm); FEf: 40°C; ¥i
A A M 0. 1% HERKEW (855 mmol/L WIREE) , B AZEHEZEW; Mk : 0.3 mL/min; ZEFFEAER: 2
pl; BEEPENLFAR)F . 0~1.5 min, 2%B; 1.5~2 min, 2~10%B; 2~6 min, 10~80%B; 6~7 min, 80~
90%B; 7~10.5 min, 90%B; 10.5~11min, 90~70%B; 11~12.5 min, 70~2%B; 12.5~15 min, 2%B, 26
Fh 425 00 pR S I ) RS i 2 W3R 1

FRR S MBS IR (ESD); 1ES PR & FURRE R 150 °C; BT HLUE A 2. Okv;
FVEFIREE K350 °C; WA #2800 L/h; BANE HIE A 3.5 kV; REAESHE A 0. 15ml/min; £
BSOS (MRM) B2, 1825 26 i H FRYITEIR EE R 200 g/ L I S F-ii (i & (TIC) o

2 ZR5H

2.1 BIEFHMMAHK

SRS mmol/L R ERIY 0. 19 H R /KIS W VE A1 e /KA, XL PRA, T H R R A Mk 25 B b
AR SR AR LT BRI g . S5 RN, BRI R 40 B ST R BT OB, ik
PEHREVE AN . FEIE S TR, FaHh R InE &R IR 5 IR, Refe AR08 H bR it
P BTk, EmER BRI ) R T, RER SRR 0 B ek (TIc) B, WLE3,
AHEKEERIE R, BoA0. 19% HBRKEW . E 3 PR, FEFLAIAH N H R H R, BRI2EhuE
RN, TR RIS R, Y PRI 0. 1%8F, (L&Y B CR 15 2] 7 B R A 2
L RAERE0. 1% HIRK (85 mmol/L HITRER) VERM/KAE, HEEVE AN,
2.2 DLLME®TAEEEZHRIMLK
2.2.1 pHEMMEWK KA pHESSAEDUE RAEK R FEAETE M 20 ZBCHCR Y B T S AT
SRR B R AR . FERREURTE, PR R AR AR . AR SRR T KA pHAE R 3., 4,
5. 6 AT IR 26 B H AR DR 200 . Y pH AR T 592 VERR S v, e 8 bl Bz i 32 2411 [l
WIS T 120%, W AEARAE pH SR 78, 92% 89 H bR i [B1 SR AE 70%~120%, ZEBUGSC R, A
M, ZRSCI e pH=T7 B 36 T JE 8250 HT -
2.2.2 KEHNaEDTAMAENRK ERAEUKEEFTMNVILE, 2NERET 5 5E K2t
RS EAE R REE S, ERERES " HBRIZE T, B TEAKEE R I &R 4 A5
Na,EDTA, 5&J8&EF4&4, RhiERNESEPME, HmibAERuR ™, ARLIR L T EK
FEHF AR Na,EDTA, LIZIRM10 mg 20 mg 50 mg i Na,EDTA, FLAAS [] H 8 56F 26 b 8425 [m] g &
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i, AERE AP, AU Na,EDTA I, B B e e | Bl e mssing | AR gl 2 AR g HH s iy [ e 256
N A 14. 38%~57. 49%; 4V 10 mg Na,EDTA J5, H IR 2 5 % 88. 66%~99. 41%, 4 Na,EDTA [ &
IKF) 20 mg I, 2 S R AL AW RICR ST 120%, BT HEE: NaEDTA i &2 5 83 BGS F2 pH 515
TR A SRR I 0 U, 24 Na,EDTA 1981k F] 50 me I, B4R KAL A dn sk i a) B
SEMENE | R KR | RIS ) [ iR ML 75, 55%~93. 37% FEARE 42. 47%~77. 54%., A T
RGP R, H, SABEEEKRFEF NI 10 mg Na,EDTA, LUARIE & 2510 & P a8 0% ol i i
FEH,
2.2.3 REEMMH FBELHSINGER A ROETT H T KAH S5 APUHEZ R 25 B R %8, B
EAPZH 0 E ERRE 7 AFEERPELA R0, T 20 ng/L IFRAE S P T =FhEhf (2 ¢
NaCl, 1gNaCl+4 g MgSO,. 1 gNaCl+4 g Na,SO,), Fx H TS H bl R4 7 PATHE . R 1 ¢
NaCl+4 g MgSO, ) 2H &5 M I 7E 70% UL L, HARPIFMEAES 20T, 2 2EAE., X2Z2HT
MgSOMRARAKGREST, EREARF PRI | sRZIHEE & R BHKI T, BRI LI R - K Bk
R, BARVER) CHERBCR B ok Y FERE SRR LA b, BE— 25 T MgSO, H =0 AEHUUR
DRI, 43R T 2 g, 4 gF16 g MgSO, (FFEEL 1 g NaCl), 459NN, 24 MgSO, &= HR2 g, &R
Tk SEIA R E; Y EWE 4 g, w2 50% 1 ZH5H ; ARSI INE 6 gt [ FR R WY
WA, IS I AN E BEETTRATR,, ETRESINTE BRI, AL E R ¢
NaCl+4 g MgSO, VE A BEL 4145 .
2.2.4 ERFIMZEE 20MELETHRERTERMEEY, SETHEE., CESHEIER. %
ETHE., oK. &k, =& WE4FRBGHRIREGR . X 4FETGIEET MG R,
Hop ZH Wb 5 =S bR TR R ", e Rtk b . S IR T AR E
PR AR A S R ORI . 7E 20 pg/L BN, S A = Ve 2GR
b, U 8 Pl B Ui 3 AN 3 P T R 0 DS 2R i 70%,  BEREZRPUAR Z IR AUR 10%~40%, fhfi
B JE IR B i A G e A = G R o O P T AR AL S B ER Tk AR PR O R A B W AR
BOSORE 2 . CREVERREBGRIN , WREM A ST BUSCRESE , Fra &9 R 4 7E 70%~120%.
R CIEE AR SR I ) R

REBGIMABUE L P2 BUSCHR S RN EER FE, 251754817200 pL, 400 pL. 600 wL. 800
pL. 1000 pLASEIZEBGAARS 26 F B AP R BCSCR . A S R, S ARG 4 200 WL, H
FREBGIRD, BEOERMENTHOEEZ, BUCRFE10% LT, MRS E R 800 wLif, FICRCLL
T 70%~100% ) B UFFE ;. 2 — 185 1000 wL i, D8RR/, IR RGBS S 380E e F
M, LR IEE ERSIRARNEAE, mAHIE 800 nl Aol AARUER,
2.2.5 SDEFIMERE  rHCNA BT 0L 3R BGHAERE SR s B, TR ORI, AT
PR IE DI ARRZ MR AR, DL B4 i B AR 2 A A I SR AN A 3 2 AR 48 T N . H
BE. OB 22 AR HORIN PR U . B THIEE . CEFRIEFI CREFEL, ¥IRAESLBUKAHRAA HLAH
B3, FESr BRI E I R e, PIEIAE H bR i ISR 2 7E 70%~100% 2 18], PRI 24358 F T PN i)
YER 53807

Sy ORI AR I P A BOGRR 0) R/ANAAAi, EE N A BGE EE B, R E NS R
FOPBAY, AR RISl AR RGN, YIS PEIRAEER T DINEIVE RG], S
ORI H B0 BCR I 2m . %528 7 FMABUKSE (200, 400, 600, 800 nL) T HARPH IR S5
WEE ARG, AR 6 R, Mo BOIAETA 200 WL, Y IR TE 60%~70%, X A& A
R WO, TRIEB ARG . B2 HOSBOR R, SO MAH R A E A2, %
FOERACT o Mo RGIHARUR 400 wL i, B H AR ISR EITE 70%~100% Z 18] o 4 53 HGRIR A
600 WL H1800 wLivt, FEEFHGIMATIG R, SENNISHOR R, SEEOIEERRA U
PR, MR S E S22 T2, A 0RIEE ERCE, 400 nLVE R8O .
2.3 Mo Rz@E5
2.3.1 Plackett-Burman K& RS 2 7 ABGFIAR (A) . 2 8GIAER (B) . Na,EDTA I
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& (C). PHYE (D) 4/MNAEZEX HbRRBCERB 2m , SEIRAE Rk 2 R
Rl 26 FE25 (R B i R RS 2240

Table 1  Retention times and mass spectrometry parameters for 26 veterinary drugs

Retention time/

No. Analyte . Ton pair CE/eV CV/V
min
1 Sulfabenzamide (4 H A% % ) 4.51 277.1/156. 0%, 277.1/92. 0 17, 24 30
2 Sulfachloropyridazine (£ 52 5% ) 3.99 285. 0/156. 0%, 285.0/92.0 14, 28 24
3 Sulfadiazine (it i W5 hE ) 3.09 225511‘_11//9120‘80_*6 24, 23 30
4 Sulfadimethoxine (i fize[A] — FT BEIE ) 4.25 3311]1'.11//115068'.00* 16, 22 30
5 Sulfadimidine (Bt — H W IE ) 3.75 227799'.11//118264_00* 17, 20 30
6 Sulfamethizole (i file FF 188 10 ) 3.00 2;1081/33 8* 12, 28 30
7 Sulfamonomethoxine (fiff [l /1] F 42 M IE ) 4.15 izi i;?(z)SO; 35, 20 30
8 Sulfamethoxydiazine (i % it F 42 W5 I ) 3.61 izi iﬁé';; 28, 25 30
9 Sulfamethoxypyridazine (7itfiftiz FH 48 k1% ) 2.83 izi :j?ésog 26, 22 28
10 Sulfaphenazole (i iz nEms ) 4.79 331155‘_11//110586'_0; 25, 18 20
11 Sulfamethoxazole (i HH 0k ) 4.05 2255‘:.11//115065.00* 16, 24 20
12 Sulfathiazole (it fiBEME ) 3.21 ;22 gj?;f); 24, 15 30
13 Trimethoprim ( F 47 1E) 3.52 229911‘_11//122631'_01* 27, 28 30
14 Sulfamerazine (i i FF JEMEIE ) 3.42 ;22 1%603 26, 24 30
15 Sulfapyridine (GJEZMLIE ) 3.34 ;zg 1%603 30, 16 30
16 Nadifloxacin (FFIP L) 7.73 336611"22//314631"10* 20, 50 28
17 Flumequine (5§ 7145 ) 6. 89 226622'.11//2;(;12'_00* 17, 35 35
18 Nalidixic acid (Z$HERR ) 6. 68 223333'.11//211;7'.10* 15, 28 30
19 Beclomethasone (ffF&UK#) 7.98 2%99'.22//336"19* 7, 39 30
20 Cortisone (F[FHA) 7.20 336611‘_22//116231'_0; 25, 27 30
21 Cortisone acetate (SR AH) 8. 88 2?3'.22//3;‘231'.00* 19, 32 30
22 Dexamethasone (HBZEAKAR) 8. 60 339933'.22//335159"22* 10, 12 30
23 Hydrocortisone (LRI H#) 7.43 336633"22//132217"02* 27, 15 30
24 Meprednisone (7L JE ) 8. 41 337733"22//335357'_22* 11, 12 10
25 Methylprednisolone (H{&JE ) 8.13 337755..22/313691..11* 20, 30 20
26 Prednisone (I&JER) 7.06 335599‘.22//311437"22* 14, 30 14
HERE T

X PB SEEG 25 AT 7 Ao AT, Z5R AR 3, I AR T 2 e, BRIk Y=
63.97+5. 87A—4. 46B+3.20C+1. 04D, HF 305N, ZAEAIN PAE = 0. 0007<0. 01, (i IZEHR AT B
AR, P RECR=0. 9166, BEHHAHSCPEREF . i FAE T 0520 H AR 32 BUSCR I SRR 4K KA A
(RBGIMERD) >B (EFARL) >C (Na,EDTA (&) >D (PHH), HH AABGAEUR - SO R A}
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W B AR MR B2 (P<0.01), PHXFSEERZRAEN AR (P<0.05). 454 Pareto [ (1&17) KB,

ABRIER BONETL . Na,EDTA X 26 FiHE 25 10 2 UK R IUR [ FL R o 2%

=/
o

Meo DAL, EREASHL

FERL, 3 BGRHATR . Na,EDTA B8 IX 3 4N KB 3 BE— Ao Rz i et e it o

1.4x10" _
Sulfa?dme o
1.2x10" /
1.0x10" <\ /
Dexamethasone
"? 8 O><|.06 _ {3 iazine 4 Flumequine %ﬂis‘oneacetale
3 8. T q A
E ) f Nalidixic acid| ) /CO)iSO"E /
6.0x10° v "
| i
40><.I.06 | SJIfT azine /‘
2.0x10° 1 w
0.0 T T T T T 1
2 4 6 8 10
t/min
B2 26 FhE 200 i A
Fig. 2 Total ion chromatogram of 26 veterinary drugs
1007 TIC(sulfabenzamide) 1001 )
4 1 I izefabenzanmde |
-~ | A Z B
S ] R
§ 1 277.65>156 5 -
_% % 1.8¢° ': 40
N :
£ 2 o~
N g 1 .-\_..-Ju\._::“':],
] ] L L
O T T T T 1 ﬂ T T r
8 9 10 11 12 t/min 4 45 a 1l
K3 S HIBEREIZ ) TIC [
Fig. 3 TIC chromatogram of Sulfabenzamide
A. Pure aqueous solution system; B. 0. 1% formic acid solution (containing 5 mmol of ammonium formate) systemA. Z/KEHIER; B.
0. 1% HR/K (&5 mmol ) k&
2.3.2 MEEEZRMHL ST HEEMPBIARTHELEER, M Box-Behnken O & BT EN,

32 FH e B2 Bt SR 2RiATE, B H AR IR A 2

M = A2 Na,EDTARMIE (A). %

BORIEER (B) . ArBGRIRRRL (C), LLHPRYR SRS e AR, R =P 3 =K B 525

FEE, IR R TR AT Rk, Box—Behnken SEEG K 2 5K WL 4,
2.3.3 MMMHEXIERFTENH

[l YRR o A 0 B 5 22T, AR S

*H Design—Expert 13. 0 WA, $iHE Box-Behnken H& it , F1dEfT
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180
Antibiotics Glucocorticoids
160
] . * e 0Omg
140 4 X = 10mg
A A
] R . . 20mg
120 - = * 50mg
—~ AA *k A
N 1 e LY VTV Sl g
\5 100 + .é.. ll.:-l-*AAAAA **»5,* .g. s A AA :
[¢B) g u L] *. u A
S ¥ . wox
2 ° = K
[n'd A
604 o
4 [ ]
40 *
20 -
] o0
0 T T T T T T T T
°c P @ SN

Na,EDTAH & (mg)

P4 ANIE] Na,EDTA B ExH H bR U i) 520

Fig. 4 The effect of different Na,EDTA concentrations on the recovery of the target compounds

110
1()0- %
90-
80-
70-
60-

. &

] .
40 ¢

] *

20

REC(%)

sorjorqriuy ]

SPTOOT3.00900N YT

400 600 800 1000

RBHIRIAFR (ul)

5 A ZEBGRE AEFRRT H AR R i 5200

Fig. 5 The effect of the volume of different solvents on the recovery of the target compounds
PSR SAIEERE SURRE 2w VST e N 1S ey & 2 VS g v B
Y=82. 75+3. 15A+4. 31B-2. 26C-3. 61AB+0. 3223AC-2. 88BC-7. 79A°-10. 21B*-8. 31C*
HI3 5 BT 22004 R T LR Y, 30 BT 7 BTl BE R, R PR 0. 3719, KT
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0. 05 LI MA R ; BRI FAE M 38. 12, P<0.0001, FHHRISBEAIM B2 . AL E RELR N
0.9800, fZ1ERER,,, }0.9543, Wi HEHEE H KT 0.9, BRI D 25 50 WA 2 8] fE7E 48 5
BRI, MR EAAR B RTSEME, R, M0, 8224, ‘B GIKIERER,,, HIEM/NT 0.2, HEIEAEE
KA TN EE AR bl . AR 7 25 TR R, Na,EDTA & (A) FIEBGHAR (B) A%
HR DL BRI (B) ARG AR (C) XK 26 R 24 597 3 i R 2l % (P<
0.05), Na,EDTA H& (A) FIHEGIETL (C) BY2E B 20 F 35 S B DR 1) 52 A 3 (P>
0.05), —RIA* B CREMCERIZmM IR EE (P<0.01),

77] Antibiotics -
| . .
100 - \- Glucocorticoids -
|
80
— - 60 \08
S P
= 60 - g
2 2
O 40 g
|_
L 20
20
0 )

200uL 400pL 600pL 300pL

S HGIIHE (ul)

6 SRR SRR H R IS S R 2 B R 50
Fig. 6 Effect of dispersant dosage on the recovery and precision of target compounds.
22 Plackett-Burman 325 B it F 45
Table 2 Plackett—Burman test design and results

Running sequence A B © D REC (%)
1 1000 600 0 8 60. 31%
2 600 600 20 6 55.19%
3 1000 200 20 8 77. 80%
4 600 600 0 8 50.51%
5 600 200 20 6 62. 40%
6 600 200 0 8 59. 69%
7 1000 200 0 6 74.79%
8 1000 600 0 6 61.81%
9 1000 600 20 6 65. 88%
10 600 600 20 8 62.29%
11 1000 200 20 8 78. 43%
12 600 200 0 6 57. 47%

ER S T, M i i T R T I ) SR TR 2, FETEROEE . AB I BC A8 HLAE H A 55 i 4k
WA, 3D M o7 T ) il T B N, M A BAEH 2% . R Design Expert 13 8K A XA BE1 T /0B
T, 4 H0N 16. 638 mg i) Na,EDTA, 828.935 wL AYALHH, 350. 322 wL 8920 BGRIE, i 3 R d K R
89. 71%.

2.3.4 HERIISIFSLIE b AR TIIAERY A AT EVE )l 3 — 2B IR IR SRR SR AT VRN . H RS
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SEIS T ERAETE KA A T I Na,EDTA J %A 15 me, ZEBGHREH B H%4 850 wL, 28K
FIARFH S JARE A 350 WL, G AR 0P e 91, 21%, SRS EEEAR 3, KAt
(A=0.50, B=0.25, C=-0.25) fRNZIKENETFRE, 751% A000 T e )37 {5 4 82. 55%. 5o iF S 56 S i °F-
¥R R 91, 21%, 5825 M-8, 66%, KL, 2R B2 5E b 5L 51k

363 Plackett—Burman 3E58 J5 7550k e

Table 3 Analysis of variance results of Plackett~-Burman experiment

Source Sum of square Degree of freedom Mean square F P Result
Model 789. 05 4 197.26 19.23 0. 0007 significant
A- extractant 413.95 1 413.95 40. 35 0. 0004
B- dispersant 239.23 1 239.23 23.32 0. 0019
C- Na,EDTA 122. 88 1 122. 88 11.98 0. 0105
D-PH 12.98 1 12.98 1.27 0.2977
residual 71.81 7 10. 26
Pure Error 0. 1985 1 0. 1985
Cor Total 860. 85 11
Pareto Chart
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6.35 —
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S
&
/
476 —
s Bonferrom Limit 402934
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/
I I I I I I | I | I
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 E] 10
Rank
7 bRV A R SEI
Fig. 7 Pareto chart of standardization effects
T4 RIS
Table 4 Response surface design of experiments
Factors =l 0 1
A: Na,EDTA (mg) 0 10 20
B: Volume of the extractant (L) 600 800 1000
C: Volume of the dispersant (L) 200 400 600

2.4 FHEFEE
2.4.1

BEREA fERTbEE R, KERIERY) (iEse ALY . TTOLEL . BiERRSE) )

REZ X430 H AR A = A Tl o i 2251 26 T 257623 | BTN ABis R vh i bt 2, He e
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Fehb v i 2R B R RS EEBROY . AT . ME (%) = (GEBUCEUbR i Hh 4 AR s I VC L bR
HEERIRER-1) x100% ™', WF6 Piw, AWRMITA B PR TN AE 13. 15%~14. 39%, IMEI})<
20%, JETF IR, BT R THE RA0GEON B 5 B0 9 FhA 17 B, SR 3 5 DT B AR v i 2R R
i) B bR T i, DA AR BRI 2L RN 1 50

5 M SR 4G R T ST

Table 5 Analysis of variance for response surface experiment results

Source Sum of square Degree of freedom  Mean square F P Result
Model 1453.02 9 161. 45 38.12 <0. 0001 significant
A-Na,EDTA 79. 45 1 79. 45 18.76 0. 0034
B- extractant 148. 54 1 148. 54 35.07 0. 0006
C dispersant 41.03 1 41.03 9. 69 0.0170
AB 52.03 1 52.03 12.29 0. 0099
AC 0.42 1 0.42 0.10 0.7633
BC 33.16 1 33.16 7.83 0. 0266
A? 255.43 1 255.43 60. 31 0. 0001
B’ 438. 88 1 438. 88 103. 63 <0. 0001
C? 290. 52 1 290. 52 68. 60 <0. 0001
residual 29. 65 7 4.24
Lack of Fit 15.03 3 5.01 1.37 0.3719 not significant
Pure Error 14. 61 4 3.65
Cor Total 1482. 67 16

K18 Na,EDTA, AHGHAAR S0 HGHABIEE EAE T B0 S B AR e 7 1h 5465 2 £k 4

Fig. 8 Response surface and contour plots of extraction efficiency under the interaction of Na2EDTA, extraction solvent vol-

ume, and disperser solvent volume
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Table 6 LODs, LODs, linearrange, -correlation coefficients and matrix effects of 26 veterinary drugs in water

. LODs LOQs Linear range / 2 Matrix effect
No. Analyte Classification r
(pg/L)  (pg/l) (pg/L) (%)
1 Sulfabenzamide (£ H Ekfif i ) Sulfonamides 0. 06 0.20 1-1000 0.999 1.15
2 Sulfachloropyridazine (5L BERR ) Sulfonamides 0. 06 0.20 1-1000 0.998 -2.28
3 Sulfadiazine (fifh W% IE ) Sulfonamides 0.02 0.05 0. 25-1000 0.998 2.81
4 Sulfadimethoxine (fiff Jf& [A] — H M I5g ) Sulfonamides 0.03 0.10 0.5-1000 0.998 2.51
5 Sulfadimidine (fiffi fi — H W% 0% ) Sulfonamides 0.06 0.20 1-1000 0.998 -2.53
6 Sulfamethizole (filfi il FF WE Mk ) Sulfonamides 0. 06 0.20 1-1000 0.997 5.40
7 Sulfamonomethoxine (fiff %[5 F 405 1 ) Sulfonamides 0.02 0.05 0. 25-1000 0.997 14. 39
8 Sulfamethoxydiazine (B 1% Xt F 42 M5 15 ) Sulfonamides 0.02 0.05 0. 25-1000 0. 997 -1.60
9 Sulfamethoxypyridazine (Tfftiz Ff 42 Bk 1% ) Sulfonamides 0.02 0.05 0. 25-1000 0. 999 -1.09
10 Sulfaphenazole (fitf i nEmk ) Sulfonamides 0.30 1.00 5-1000 0.997 -8.18
11 Sulfamethoxazole (i Jl FFY Sk ) Sulfonamides 0. 06 0.20 1-1000 0.999 -2.76
12 Sulfathiazole (fiffi [z IBEME ) Sulfonamides 0. 06 0.20 1-1000 0.997 —-6.55
13 Trimethoprim ( F 4% ) Sulfonamides 0.03 0.10 0. 5-1000 0.999 -1.13
14 Sulfamerazine (fitfiJfiz B FL W1 ) Sulfonamides 0.03 0.10 0. 5-1000 0.999 -8.21
15 Sulfapyridine (f 0 ) Sulfonamides 0.03 0. 10 0. 5-1000 0. 999 -9. 89
16 Nadifloxacin (FRH P &) Quinolones 0.03 0. 10 0. 5-1000 0. 998 10.98
17 Flumequine (55 1) Quinolones 0.02 0.05 0. 25-1000 0.999 0.78
18 Nalidixic acid (ZEHERR) Quinolones 0.02 0.05 0.25-1000 0.998 10. 98
19 Beclomethasone ({55 KH) Hormones 0. 30 1.00 5-1000 0.998 -13. 60
20 Cortisone (] BYFL) Hormones 0. 60 2.00 10-1000 0.999 -5.30
21 Cortisone acetate ([H2 Al (AL Hormones 0. 60 2.00 10-1000 0.998 1.37
22 Dexamethasone (i ZEKAL) Hormones 0. 60 2.00 10-1000 0.999 -13.15
23 Hydrocortisone (& LTI ) Hormones 0. 60 2.00 10-1000 0.998 -3.52
24 Meprednisone (F3ETLJEA) Hormones 1.30 4.00 20-1000 0.999 -19.90
25 Methylprednisolone ({4 J2 )¢ ) Hormones 0. 60 2.00 10-1000 0.997 -2.30
26 Prednisone (JRJEF) Hormones 1. 60 5.00 25-1000 0. 996 -2.33

2.4.2 ZMXR. RHRSEEMR MW EHECIS IR SREIE S IZ BB 3] — RV I Fobrifk
Wi (0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1, 2, 5, 10, 20, 50, 100, 200 wg/L) FlXF I B 375 75 bR v 175
(0.25, 0.5, 1, 2.5, 5, 10, 25, 50, 100, 250, 500, 1000 wg/L), LL&104 0 T i B >k A A8
g (v), MVIEEECSRAS R (y), B FUCE bR h R IR 26, 6 IR, (ERT %52
B BEEDX N, BT AT e 2L R UL 45 HF T bR i 2638 o th R IR &R, A YEEIFE 0. 99 L
Lo WMIEEREEY 3G EML (S/N=3) 105 EMLL (S/N=10) 433 LODs F1 LOQs 7 0. 02~
1.6 wg/LHI0. 05~5 wg/L.

2.4.3 BHMESKEZEE ELMEUEN, BRI, B S SANRIERE (xR 6E . 265810 4%
LOQ) MIRAPRUEZ, INEAE HERP HAOK IR K, LT SR SR 8 B R E S
mE TR, HRAKPTEYECRE B 45k 72.30%~107.39%, 71. 94%~107. 08%. 74. 30%~
107. 76%; KEEERES A 2.52%~17. 49%., 1.72%~9. 65%. 0.85%~7.79%. F5H & /K () 34 [al i 2 43
M A 78.97%~106.71%., 71.43%~105.58%. 71.90%~107.48%; ¥ %5 B 7 5 Jy . 2.37%~10. 55%,
1. 76%~11.34%., 1. 18%-~8. 35%.

TEER S R IE , DL=ANRIREE (R BEEPATIE 6 1K) A aett, 43T H N AIH 8] 2847
IR RS, T SR AR B AR bR e 22, #3H H P RSD 7E 0. 60%-~5. 87%, H 4] RSD 7 2. 14%-~
9.21%, HNFIHIEIRSD <10%. AR A% KRG B AR A B i s tEfI S v, 2 58
BRI B B
2.5 LBREERBIRT

SRR T IERTREALRAE M 28 HKAE (RIK . FREEIE/K . ARAKER) JET TAZIN, ZKARN & aif 1%
UK RE G PR AT o b L ISR PR KR B e, R4 0. 237 pg/Lo HARFERBARE L, 1l
T IRRENE A RON T S b KA R S 2 AR B A WA
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Table 7 Spiked recoveries and precision of 26 veterinary drugs in water

EE/SS TR K

No. Analyte 1XLOQ 2x1.0Q 10XL.OQ 1XLOQ 2XL,0Q 10XL.OQ
Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD
%) (%) %) % (%) (% (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1 Sulfabenzamide (7 F itk i ) 107.3 4.9 99.8 2.3 867 2.3 845 4.6 91.2 6.0 89.3 2.5
2 Sulfachloropyridazine (i[5t A% ) 84.4 4.7 101.1 3.0 746 2.9 80.0 10.8 85.6 6.9 71.9 3.3
3 Sulfadiazine (fifi ¢ 5 WE ) 85.9 3.7 73.4 3.1 927 1.3 90.7 7.6 82.5 53 92.6 3.7
4 Sulfadimethoxine (fifi%/a] —HIMERE)  102.7 2.5 81.8 2.4 842 1.1 89.4 49 843 51 926 3.7
5 Sulfadimidine (£l — 1 BERE ) 86.2 5.2 954 2.8 76.5 6.3 8.5 4.6 89.7 3.4 832 8.1
6 Sulfamethizole (i i F 9E —14% ) 87.5 3.7 72.7 3.1 949 0.9 90.5 87 8.7 6.4 9.1 1.6
7  Sulfamonomethoxine (B[R] FFAMERE)  96.9 7.1 93.4 4.1 80.6 6.6 91.4 4.5 92.1 3.1 76.6 2.2
8  Sulfamethoxydiazine (fiffliexf 4 MEE)  94.8 13.3 64.1 5.1 88.2 2.3 90.8 10.0 77.1 8.8 92.6 7.3
9  Sulfamethoxypyridazine (fEifiZH & WEE) 94.8 7.3 950 2.8 79.4 3.3 89.6 11.7 92.5 6.8 88.9 1.3
10 Sulfaphenazole (B ZAEMEME) 94.7 4.4 73.6 51 782 3.5 842 3.8 7.4 4.4 79.0 3.5
11 Sulfamethoxazole (fif i FF e ) 72.7 3.8 7.9 2.6 86.6 1.9 8.4 45 783 6.9 834 2.1
12 Sulfathiazole (fiff fi¢BEME ) 92.1 3.2 90.7 3.4 949 0.9 857 49 8.1 49 887 4.1
13 Trimethoprim ( F 4250 ) 98.2 4.2 105.9 3.9 101.5 1.5 106.7 8.7 1044 2.8 100.5 4.9
14 Sulfamerazine (it [l FF7 J g I ) 82.9 3.0 81.5 4.5 839 60 789 6.6 90.0 45 89.0 8.0
15 Sulfapyridine (HERZMLIE ) 73.9 7.4 96.7 2.4 743 1.7 8.2 3.9 8.6 59 753 5.8
16 Nadifloxacin (RGP L) 94.1 80 97.6 82 97.8 2.7 965 3.1 888 63 845 1.5
17 Flumequine (48 H %) 81.9 5.3 90.3 85 1029 52 89.2 2.4 884 80 944 4.1
18 Nalidixic acid (ZEWERR ) 72.2 4.2 723 47 8.1 7.7 80.5 3.4 832 1.8 9.6 5.2
19 Beclomethasone (5K H) 87.4 5.5 86.6 9.6 103.0 4.6 96.6 3.9 1056 4.8 100.8 1.4
20 Cortisone (1] ) 93.7 4.5 103.2 2.4 107.3 2.3 97.2 4.0 99.1 4.4 1041 5.1
21 Cortisone acetate (BSHRFT I ) 85.1 7.8 97.2 7.2 107.7 4.8 93.6 3.6 88.4 86 103.7 8.4
22 Dexamethasone (b ZEAAS) 86.9 8.1 103.5 1.7 96.7 2.2 946 47 99.5 52 888 2.4
23 Hydrocortisone (LRI FI#) 82.2 17.4 107.0 3.8 93.4 56 8.8 10.6 100.3 2.6 107.5 5.3
24 Meprednisone ( FH ZEK JEAL) 100.4 6.2 950 1.9 102.4 2.3 105.3 7.3 102.2 1.9 1054 6.0
25 Methylprednisolone (H % JE &) 72.4 10.1 100.3 1.7 96.6 4.9 86.4 10.0 99.2 6.7 101.7 1.2
26 Prednisone (IZJEF) 91.5 5.4 87.8 3.0 955 3.4 925 4.4 859 11.3 955 2.8

2.6 AELE

N B N7 7 v A AR ORI AR P B 2 R AT TR, IR 8 R . 5 OR A K
RIGHINAELE DLLME AHE, 877 1308 ) RS M ACHGH], e OB E T AR AL S AT B B0
fiRtE, RERSATBOEIRAL S8 07 R 2R AR R 459 28 25 A% S AR HUSCR AL B R . s, 23/
TR, TEERATHIBIAE > 55, SCOR A HH SE PRl AR B A AR TR ORI G NN S 1) 50% 24, X SAE—
CEREEE o s AL, AT, AJTRIRERE . AR ED . MR, fFesasiiies:

& MABGEAMARGE AT . A PSSP0, SREB. e Hismisrem R, 2
FEJTE, AT RRE I BR AR T BN bR i UK BT 18 P bk A H AU R ) (HJ 1398-2024)
BB LER 0. 6 pe/L~1. 8 pg/LINEER, SEAHEAH AR IR &5 25k R UK,

#8 KRBT A

Table 8 Comparison of methods for determination veterinary drugs in water

No. Extraction solvent ~ Number of analyte LOD/ (ng. L") Recovery/% RSD/% Green Ref.
1 CHCIL, 25 0.35-10. 50 78.00-117. 00 1-20 No [19]
2 DCM 10 1.67-5.57 64. 16-99. 80 0.7-8.4 No [20]
3 CCl4 7 0.70-7. 80 80. 00-116. 00 0.1-8.1 No [28]
4 DES 3 0. 10-0. 30 83.70-99. 50 1.1-4.8 Yes [29]
5 ACN 26 0.02-1. 60 71.94-107.76 2.1-9.2 Yes This study

A
3 %

ARG RGARALT pH. Na,EDTA A& . ZEEGRIRI BRI R S5 4RF, 5% F I Y T Box—Behnken
FE— AL T Na,EDTA ) & . AXBGRIF - SO0, @57 7 RSM-DLLME %454 UPLC-MS/MS
(v S 000 R A2 L W T TR B B e S R A S O R 1% o O IR EREEE . AL R R,
BAT RGeS % BEAMETR R AR 2 5% 8 S 25 a0 oA it Tl %
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