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Abstract
tomatoes. [ Method ] Methanol ; acetonitrile : water (30:55:15,V/V) was used as the mobile phase,and a symmetry C,5 column (4.0 mmX
250 mm) was used for detection. [ Result ] At three additive concentration levels of 0. 01,0. 50,and 2. 00 mg/kg, the recovery of methoxenozide
on tomatoes was 85%—105% ,and the relative standard deviation (RSD) was 0. 6%—1.4%. The correlation coefficient (r) was 0. 999 8. The

minimum detection limit of methoxenozide on tomatoes was 0. 01 mg/kg,and the minimum detection amount was 2 ng. The methoxenozide resi-

[ Objective ] To establish a high performance liquid chromatography ( HPLC) for the determination of methoxenozide residues on

dues were detected in the actual samples, but none of them exceeded the maximum residue limit value stipulated by China. [ Conclusion ] In ac-
tual sample detection, this method could quickly and accurately detect samples, providing a data method for the detection of a large number of

samples.
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Fig.1 Chromatogram of methoxenozide standard sample
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Fig.2 The standard curve of methoxenozide
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Table 3 Fatty acid composition in muscle of Pseudobagrus emarginatus %
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Note: X (n=3)PUFA is n -3 series polyunsaturated fatty acid; 2 (n—6) PUFA is n—6 series polyunsaturated fatty acid; EPA+DHA is the sum of C20:5 and
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