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Rapid Determination of 15 Plant Growth Regulators in Fertilizers by Liquid Chromatography-Tandem Mass Spectrometry

ZHU Hai-rong, ZHANG Juan, LIU Shuang et al (Shandong Institute for Product Quality Inspection, Jinan,Shandong 250100)
Abstract [ Objective] A method was established for the simultaneous determination of 15 plant growth regulators in fertilizers by liquid chro-
matography-tandem mass spectrometry. [ Method ] The samples were extracted with acetonitrile solution containing 0. 1% formic acid and sepa-
rated on an Agilent SB-C (3. 0 mmx150 mm, 2.7 um) column. The mobile phase was gradient eluted with methanol and 0. 01% formic acid
solution. The multiple reaction monitoring mode was used for quantitative analysis. [ Result]The 15 plant growth regulators showed a good lin-
ear relationship in their respective linear ranges (r>0.996) , the recovery rates of standard additions were 78.62%-113. 11%, and the rela-
tive standard deviations (RSD) were 2. 11%~13.65%. The detection limit was 0. 03-0. 20 pg/g. [ Conclusion ] The method was fast and effi-

cient in sample pretreatment, accurate in qualitative and quantitative determination, and was suitable for simultaneous determination of 15

plant growth regulators in fertilizers.
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PRI, AR (35— ER I AR - BE , LA P B3 s ) A1
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PESR ) PAER A

1 #MRl55HEZ%

1.1 {425 Agilent 12606460 JBAH (3% - Bk B AL (£
LR A B 55 B3 TR & A shilkbRE &£ 45 ) ;KQ-700DB
MRS Vet (R I AR A BRA R, B A sh E T
fig) ;HC-3618R &3 B DML (L BOT R ERF 2SS AT FRA
A R4 - 20~ 40 °C) ; ML204/02 -+ 7 4r 2 —HLF K
[ MEREE—FE R 240 ( 138 ) A FRA ] ] ZX/XH=-D Jigis ik
A (HIHEIRIES A BRA R

1.2 X7 PR B 72 E Dr. Ehrenstorfer /3 H] , 4l i =
97. 0% A FEHE 2 B2 R IR -3~ LR (S-S
SRR AN 2 H R A A-H SR 6 R S
W R ER v TR (25 LR CEIR (2, 4- —ER A LR
(TRIFR 2,4-D) Z2 500 JFaims s £ P, (il 2, g H 92
[%] Fisher 23] ; IR (15%40) , 14 Fl Honeywell 23 7] 5 i2{5%
KR HELlK

L3 XA *E

L3.1  FRufEauici

L3311 FRiEfsA . 0 DR i PR IBGE 45 b i i ORS B
%0.000 1 g) F 10 mL £, W B o PR B 2 20 8, i
BB 1 mg/mL ) AR W, — 18 C &4 R R AE, 1T
AF8 90 d,
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T, o 2R AT B A — G A T L SR R s e 22
R 6-"REILIENS MR W R RV bR TAR W N
2.5.5.0,10.0,25.0,50.0,100. 0 pg/L,5—fifFL40 B H 30K
T .2,4-D TR (28 LR AREEIR W5k — 3 - LR 15| Mgk
TR FR IR A Ar e TAEW ¥4 25,50, 100, 250, 500,
1 000 pg/L.

1.3.2 FEAMHTALEE, PRSI IERAER 0.1~0.5 g(F
1§22 0.000 1 g) T 15 mL B 55 5 U4 s 08 v VEER A
10 mL %51 0. 1% FER I LI, i€ 1 min J5 2 i 8 5 2
B 30 min, A 6 000 r/min 553 ESC> 5 min, lLZY 1 mL |3
Wik 0.22 wm A HURRALIERE , 75

1.3.3  @if-Iisasft.

1.3.3.1 HAREIES ., A%l Agilent SB-C (3. 0 mmx
150 mm, 2. 7 pm ) 5 35t 35 AH A 0. 01% FI R 7K — FY it 5 9 3k
0.3 ml/min; FEi 35 °C s #FFEaE 2 WL BEREBEBLRR T UL 1,

®1 BERRRER

Table 1 Gradient elution procedure

A 1] WAl A WislitH B
Time,//min Mobile phase A//% Mobile phase B//%
0.00 90 10

1.50 90 10

3.00 40 60

7.50 10 90

9.00 90 10

14.00 90 10

1.3.3.2 i att. oMy il 7 IE SR - I 4

AN IZ1THY Agilent 6460 K T it DU AT K AT N ] 5 3
ASC, 8 U R S SR IAL R W58 5 5 UL, SR JH 22 B s A
Mg LR 3 500 V(IERE) F-2 000 V(fdk) ; T4
TS 260 °C il EE D 300 °C, R L 4
8 mL/min; 546" UK 14 206. 8 kPa. FIESHILFK 2.

®2 EAGBETFUHBEHEERT 15 MEYEKADTHNRERESRESH

Table 2 Retention time and mass spectrum parameters of 15 plant growth regulators in positive and negative ion switching scanning mode

¥ ast’] LR EA B[] By FET HEFLHE il F
No. Compound Retention time,//min Parent ion(m/z) Daughter ion(m/z) Cone voltage//V Collision energy//V
1 iy 2.102 122.0 63.1,58.2" 130 20,25

2 otz 2.319 114.0 98.1,58.2" 130 20,25

3 IRBER 7.166 345.0 143.0,239.0* 105 10,25

4 W[k -3-Z iR 7.746 174.0 130.0,128.1" 60 15,20
5 S—THLAR B A SR B A 7.758 168.0 123.0,153.0" 100 25,15

6 2RI B 4 7.922 138.0 92.0,108.0" 100 25,15

7 A-REIEFETR AN 7.931 138.0 92.0,108.0" 100 25,15

8 6— A FL S 8.028 226.1 147.9,91.1" 70 10,20
9 T R 8.277 263.0 153.0,219.0" 110 15,10
10 [T R 8.712 201.9 115.9,158.0* 135 10,20
11 KM 9.337 185.0 113.0,141.0" 70 10,5

12 SRR 9.427 248.0 129.0,155.0" 110 35,30
13 2,4-D 9.709 219.0 125.0,161.0" 100 10,15
14 EZ U 10. 105 294.0 70.0,125.0°* 110 15,25
15 A 10. 795 292.0 70.0,125.0* 105 20,25

I« e e T

Note: * means quantitative ion
2 BEREH
2.1 FRESKEGHMRA LUKRER | mg/L BRI IOT
A B S B S ERE Scan 55X, e BLSARL IR A5 R0 L 2230
M 6N IS R MR 6 Fh HARY R I IE B T4
FlREE, Ay O i H AR R I 688 1~ il mT AR R Y
REBS 578 SIM AR ARA5 80 I BB 1 8 13 7E Product ion
B OLAL B AR & Rk B 14 FL LR, R0 FRE (IR
A i AR AE R 8 5 2k i 41 MRM AR5 7 15 11
AR R ST LB S S W R AR A 5 Wi R
AIRER TR AT REREAG, PEIRCES 7 B R UL 1, Sy
i R B R A S, A SO Al g 2 I, S P T R A
(G1969-85000) Xif J5i 1% AT 4118
2.2 BEEHHEE
2.2.1 EEHEMESE, B2l T ERGPRLR Agilent
SB—Cx(2. 1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 pm) it {5 15 # BRI
PEZE SRR, AL S R R B ZOME LA 32 HL s

HFRIZE 1 min 2247 AP TARIR R B34 —E T
Yoo MEARIAE B R K 3K Y Agilent SB-C (3. 0 mmx
150 mm 2.7 pm) @ 35FE 5 & B, 15 F BAR P16 & Wi Of i
B EE 2 min DUS 2025 B B AR 3 T4 A i T4k
IR TR (B 2) o BRI, 108 1 R 80 R AR 19 Agilent
SB=C (3.0 mmx 150 mm, 2. 7 wum) {E 4% 85 4%, Fi A
Masshunter SRAEFK P00 B D)4 DIk , 7T 0 & 08/ Ml b T304
ARSI A5 3450 14 i 3

2.2.2 AR R MBERE . WA (G - RIS L Ay B 2
T F bR, SE BRI S AH I, T BRI F AR A6 A5 0 14 1 i 58
JE VY e A B MERE a0 Ve R FH SR £ Sl e DR
7K .0. 01% F R K sk 5 mmol/ L Z ke 55 e liva 5, 3
XA — e s AR R oy B PRI T T 25 Mt
o GERFI], LU B 5 G LA S B, 25 AR LA e 1
RAF, By s tERe It T S0 s 3906 B R vh W iy A&
W 2 e B E G o B R R B I A PT i i H AR L&
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Fig.1 Extraction ion mass spectrogram of standard solution
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=% . = 80|
|
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¥ :a. Agilent SB=C 4(3. 0 mmx 150 mm,2. 7 m) A4} ; b. Agilent SB—C (2. 1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 pm) @RER:, 1 B0HZ ;2. gt2,3. R 4.
W|Ibe—3— 22 5 5. S AEAR VR4 ; 6. - AR 405 7. 2RSSR B 405 8. 6— WAL IENS ;9. WL VAR 10. M| T A5 11, 25 25 12. Sk
K ;13.2,4-D;14. 2505 15. o
Note:a. Agilent SB-Cg(3.0 mmXx150 mm,2.7 pm) column;b. Agilent SB-C 4(2. 1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 pwm) column. 1. Chlormequat chloride ;2. Mepiquat

chloride ;3. Gibberellic acid ;4. Indole-3-acetic acid;5. 5-Nitroguaiacol sodium salt ;6. 4-Nitrophenol sodium salt;7. 2-Nitrophenol sodium salt;8. 6-

Benzylaminopurine ;9. Abscisic acid; 10. 4-( 3-indolyl ) -butyric acid; 11. 1-Naphthylacetic acid; 12. Forchlorfenuron; 13. 2, 4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic

acid; 14. Paclobutrazol ;15. Uniconazole
B2 AEGEEEET 15 MEVEKBETHIRERERRNAEFRE

Fig.2 Total ion current diagram of mixed standard solutions of 15 plant growth regulators under different chromatographic column condi-

tions
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WIH 4385 IR 0 D ITE . B RSN 0. 019% HY iR K i
W e R AR, TE AL OB BE BB 45 R, ATZE 14 min %
15 it A R4 (i A e it

2.3 REVKIBOERE UM A KR R A LA R
VAR BT, LA R A VA IR R L ST X 4, 88 T R
T 0. 1%WRRPEL. N5 & 0. 1% TR I 2 4 FhiR I
X} 15 Fl H ARG S W B4R IROCR . 45 52 0, R IR0 ) o oim
NE ik R T A R R B R 25 2R S| TR T
RE ELARITE SO T A 25 . RIBGRH 0. 1% T IR E) 201
VW AR TOSCR I T A 4 PR EGR) S8k 2 Bt
R FECRAE 80% Fe47 , Hidx 13 P B AR FICR KT 83% .,
2.4 EFRRIHEM TN (ME) R UHERH T H AR
s TR " 2 80% < ME < 120% , #6775 Tisk
LSS , T 2 5 5 ME > 120% , 2 7% & [ 384 3 20 17 5 35 5 4%
ME<80% , 75 5B 200 B . i ss S 40,15 fp
FE A R 300 10 226 R 280 ( ME) 7 82. 6% ~ 115. 4% (%
3) AT W PRI R I A T bR ik

2.5 SHMSEEEXRBFMHIR LI EE-0. 01% HI iRk
(10:90, V: V) it il R 9T A B TAEROR 45 I8 1. 3. 3" 14

SR A AR T A T8 LA e B PR AR 28 3 B R AT 52 . DA
15 e A= A IR 70 1 S e A R AR A (), X g 1 T
BrARUE AR O BE R i A b (X, /L), 2l b o AR
2R A BN SN ] U3 7 B A DG R B, DUIATAE i 45 1 L ( S/
N) 3 B XL VR B o D IR R R S5 SR LR 4, AR 4
ATLUE 4 BFRIFESS B S B N R BRI (r>
0.996) AL Z B ZAG R A 0. 04 pe/g, HAY HARYIH)
K L BRAE T GB/T 40459 rp /N KR

*3 ERME

Table 3 Matrix effect %
75 ey EA L FEE AR .
No. Compound ME No. Compound ME
1 BILER 112. 89 i 108.4
2 B 115.4/10 [T R 82.6
3 IREER 95.3||11 R 9.5
4 3| —3— 7, iR 96.2|/12 SRR 98. 1
5 S—TYSLARH AL E 95.6([13 2,4-D 86. 4
6 2RI 44 98.4//14 EZ 93.2
7 A- B BN B4 98.2||15 Jasioe 105.8
8 6~ I 113.5

R4 15 FEHERFTHNRMESTRIEHR

Table 4 Linear equation and detection limit of 15 plant growth regulators

Jre EWAFr LMV e AR AL et B LOD
No. Compound Linear range//ug/L Linear equation Correlation coefficient(r) ne/'s
1 F73 i 2.5~100.0 Y=3805. 749 48X+24. 731 36 0.999 9 0.04
2 Bz 2.5~100.0 Y=545. 426 819X-258. 488 359 0.999 6 0.04
3 IREFIR 25~1 000 Y=3. 855 788X-12. 896 805 0.999 1 0.20
4 5|k -3 2, 12 25~1 000 Y=1.965 325X+26. 326 930 0.996 8 0.20
5 S—HHFREAI B S LR M 25~1 000 Y=9.777 058X+4. 977 293 0.998 9 0.10
6 2-fEHEEIR M 2.5~100.0 Y=279. 116 827X+1 205. 411 879 0.999 0 0.05
7 A— Tl IR EN 2.5~100.0 Y=272.361 589X+1 126. 659 821 0.999 2 0.05
8 6"\ G LN 2.5~100.0 Y=2709. 065 289X+4 278. 851 183 0.999 9 0.03
9 N5 R 25~1 000 Y=9.396 672X+13. 877 476 0.997 9 0.20
10 W3 T R 25~1 000 Y=2.152 098X-5. 834 554 0.997 8 0.20
11 22 25~1 000 Y=5. 146 221X-13. 113 726 0.999 5 0.20
12 SR 2.5~100.0 Y=283. 566 589X-198. 484 605 0.999 9 0.04
13 2,4-D 25~1 000 Y=20. 372 719X-64. 194 999 0.998 2 0.20
14 EZ 2.5~100.0 Y=1 050. 843 632X-612. 425 227 0.999 8 0.03
15 s 2.5~100.0 Y=222. 616 645X+768. 274 102 0.999 7 0.04

2.6 FEWAEREMBEE AR ST EFIYL
TR IR REEAT T VR B RS  EPEAL . LUK IR
BHRIIRAL B FE & R 48 26 BE 0, FRIURE & 0.5 g CKS &2
0.000 1 g) , 43 5IA I =0 e B | v i B IR IR B2 3 AN K7, &
AKF-EZ AT 6 YIS, AT AR [m] e RO 2% 1 3
B ITREE R IR 5. R 5 nTLUE AR S AR [l e
1 78.62% ~113. 12% ,RSD 4 2. 11% ~13. 65% , F W% 7 i
EUA R M RS 5 3, W6 A R A R R

2.7 EBREESAQT TS AT T B 20 it
YRR 3 E AT I0 A2 , 3 LA Agilent MassHunter 3¢ 14 4387 %
PRI S RSO R BA B 18] T RE BE 46 P B X BR M i
TR, 255 o 4 SEUCRE SR Hh AR B TR L 2 R ol 6%

GFLIENS | AR RN 20%, Hoh 1 S IREE SR TR IR A
7 0. 12% , 1 HEURE S 280 5 5o 1.33% , 1 HLREE S 6%
RIS B iR 0.02% 5 53 1 HEVKRR &t [R] I 46; 1 22380
O~ FEFLIEN A 85k 0. 96%F1 0. 15%
3 &g

AR IR I TR FR U T A VRO €33 — BB I B 0, S
LT e O AT AR R 1S AR AR R, i
7 BRL PR L, MR ORGSR TR SRR bR YR
T IRA R A R AT L, AT TR H 2o ot 4 2 R A
R TR 07 2 5 5 BAT e A L, 3L T O s A i, T O AR
7 i IR MU s ol A v o ) R AR
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S5 HmmEREYEF0 RSD(n=6)
Table 5 Spiked recoveries and RSD

e e TnkrE IKIERER} Water soluble fertilizer A NEFRE Compound fertilizer
= .
No. Com;luund Spiked HE RSD [A[f % RSD
ne's Recovery//% % Recovery//% %
1 731 0.1 78.62 8.52 79.52 7.91
0.5 81.31 8.05 82.63 7.62
1.0 85.44 5.04 84.91 4.29
2 Bt 0.1 80.49 7.12 81.54 6.98
0.5 82.65 6.58 83.97 6.55
1.0 83.16 4.89 85.65 4.36
3 TREEIR 1.0 82.30 9.12 81.23 5.16
5.0 86.41 8.03 84.26 4.39
10.0 113.12 3.95 90. 32 3.08
4 5| -3 2 iR 1.0 85.32 12.34 84.28 13.65
5.0 87.67 5.67 86.47 6.18
10.0 92.08 4.92 80. 12 3.49
5 S—T LA F A LR 4l 1.0 90.21 5.68 89.45 6.28
5.0 94.35 4.36 92. 36 5.43
10.0 98.63 2.96 102.53 3.95
6 2—-FH LT 0.1 103. 60 5.14 101. 62 7.14
0.5 101. 56 4.38 95. 69 6.25
1.0 98.56 3.15 93. 14 3.18
7 A-TH LR AN 0.1 101. 53 5.06 93.18 6.95
0.5 98.33 4.21 95.62 4.82
1.0 96. 42 2.93 105. 39 3.61
8 6 FLNES 0.1 92.88 6.13 95.62 5.28
0.5 93.71 7.02 91. 06 4.92
1.0 102. 68 3.25 102.51 2.67
9 ik 1.0 91.53 10.90 85.65 11.67
5.0 86.42 6.92 89.63 5.28
10.0 96.29 3.16 95.61 2.36
10 W5 TR 1.0 86.18 7.58 89.15 6.58
5.0 90. 54 4.25 91.28 5.42
10.0 93.16 5.18 94. 06 3.95
11 RO 1.0 90. 84 6.42 90. 16 12.59
5.0 93.42 6.05 94. 15 8.65
10.0 92.53 4.29 93.63 4.12
12 SAMLAR 0.1 94. 67 5.45 93.25 6.90
0.5 95.49 4.26 94. 38 4.76
1.0 103. 67 3.58 103. 36 2.35
13 2,4-D 1.0 82.65 9.16 83.65 9.24
5.0 91.48 6.05 106. 21 5.46
10.0 92.07 4.18 94. 63 3.09
14 EZ Y 0.1 92.39 5.02 9. 15 4.18
0.5 93.84 4.39 95.30 5.26
1.0 101.92 2.11 104. 54 3.15
15 Gy i 0.1 94.51 4.95 96.27 6.91
0.5 93. 86 5.18 95. 66 5.49
1.0 101. 57 3.16 103.52 3.02
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