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Study on distribution characteristics and storage variation of semicar-

bazide in Macrobrachium rosenbergii
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Abstract: Semicarbazide (SEM) is a toxic substance, which is a marker residue to determine whether Nitrofurazone is used il-
legally or not. To explore the detection of SEM in Crustacean aquatic products, we detected the SEM content of M. rosenbergii
by High Performance Liquid Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry (HPLC-MS/MS). The results show that SEM was detected in
different parts of M. rosenbergii, higher in the cephalothorax and shrimp shell [Average: (32.02+3.75) and (26.85£13.90)
pg-kg™'], but lower in the muscle and liver [Average: (1.35+0.67) and (5.56+0.87) ug-kg '], and all exceeded the residue limit
standards in China (1 pg-kg™'). The SEM content in the shrimp shell and shrimp meat increased with the prolongation of stor-
age time, but that in the shrimp shell was higher than 1.0 pug-kg™'. Different storage temperatures had a little effect on the SEM
content of M. rosenbergii. Therefore, when taking SEM as a marker for Nitrofurazone residue detection of M. rosenbergii, the de-
tection time and background content factors should be considered so as to avoid false judgment; and in order to ensure the au-

thenticity and accuracy of the test results, the crushed shell should be avoided in preparing samples.
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U AR 28 P A 2 0 W e P AR — R 5 1
T SEHTTE R o VRS TERHA NG, kiR PUARTE K 7
FRAE T K AR ) g 1 A R R G S TR BT AR
7, IR BE KA S AR EIENR (Semi-
carbazide, SEM) J2 J4] W7 0k M P A2 75 33 ML A8 A
ICHEER Y, TESh RN S B R & J KIERE
FEAER S WFFE R, R PG AAORT A A et B 2 28 114
BENBEUE . BREMBRIEN . SEM 2
TR E R, TSI PE R S R B T LU
EWEHMEB A NE, BALZATEEM. R
FE. MERFPIE, XAMRIRER &2 DNA 12338 i
—E M hE L SRR HA KRR EZ A
] R A A A RN g A 7 bl kg P AR A
Yy, HLRE W VU AR S A GBI e SR P £ bl AN
Rt gl AR HAE T ik M B AR50, X 3)
Py B i B K g P AR AR B Y B AR
1.0 pug-kg M JRUAETH A DX kg PG bR 24
YA EEER L, (Hl THATRRA IS . RAF
MR AR A RAE Y, IR VU ARAE 7K ™ 250
AL AR B R, Ak, A E el 5t
FK 7 b R I B N PR SEM,  H 522K S rh
SEM it 53k 50% Lh 11O SEM R T —F
HEK = 5 )

B IRYF (Macrobrachium rosenbergii), {3FRIR
IR RME, 57 TR . RCFVRIX, 1976 4F
HHAGIARE, )R, 0. AR I
(EZENIESONITEAC /- W e AR ] i
U W R AE R . BARR IR . RN
Em, BABSNAETIE, 2020 FFRES RHE
URFRFH 3K 16.18 T, 1L 2019 4FEHEK 15.96%,
A S AR R OK Mol i SRR i 2 —
SR, T AR AR B B [QTR MR b SEML &G Y B
b, EHA BTS2 B, 2017 4F, TEK”
ai JU A B A R, TR A SR T A TR AR
SEM HARFIK 100% , FHEEER AT 1 7% [T
RARTCE A, Rk 10 /278, e
1) SEM 8 5 2R & [CIE MR A9 BT & #5324, A
Ub, ARSI RIRIR A4, R R A
£, - HR I o i I FH 2 (High performance liquid
chromatography-mass spectrometry, HPLC-
MS/MS), 58T % [RTRERASRIFR A 9 SEM K

A KA [R5 st 18] 55 9L % 2 FRVR R SEML A6 H 4
ISEIE , % [V AT SEM Bk B Bt A4 i 1 K HC
Je B A AR PR L B R

U bPRH

11 HERERHE

TR IR R R B )RS PSR Bkt , PS4
KRB g s, FRIAT R (45.2347.65) g,
SR R (10.3440.74) em. fEFIRES:, HR
WRPR . WR5E (F50) « KB . O CORV/Malfl . 5
LB REIIER) . B EFEHLES, KRR
SERE A ZOUBEAR R 5T SRR OB AR ] B/ INIREIR
FTA ) 85 T O RE G T =20 °C B RIRFES .
JE % S0 R R ST MR R 3 i B -5 —20.,
—40 f1-80 C LI KA, HlTH o, 57, %
14, 55 21, 55 28 FI%S 60 KRIUFEAEIN SEM,
1.2 ZERF

SEM AR, 4L 99.5% (351 Sigma-Ald-
rich A7]); SEM W#R (SEM-"N,-°C), 4N
99.5% (FE[H Sigma-Aldrich 2AH]) . LA 2-fiFFEAK
I (g4, 52 Thermo Fisher A H]); L4 H]
KA MiliQ #R4lizk ; —H LA (C,H,0S) . Wik
A M (K,HPO,) . MR TR (CHgO,) . iR
(HCl). ZA kil (NaOH) FlIECKE (CeHy,) (43T
ali, JINfkEER) ),
1.3 {USFigE

IKA T50 4= [ SliFE i P s S A (BRIIE £52%
AIRAF); KH19A & aUm B 0L (W R Lk
PABRATED; ARIEAZEHLA (GRS 3E &
BT ; Milli-Q #B4liK &4t (32 E Millipore 2y
#)); ELMA Transsonic T1-H-10 #7/5 IE ML R
IR R AR A E) 5 g (32 Henry
Troemner); Waters TQ-S-MicroHPLC-MS/MS (3£
Waters 2~ F)) o
1.4 FEmursbeE
1.4.1 KEFHT A

SEJE D, KRR R E T 50
mL B0, A 100 ng-mL™ AR TAER
0.1 mL, 0.05mol-L™" 2-fif B4 H VA 0.2 mL, R
WA AEFANA 0.2 mol-L™! FhEZIEW 5 mL, HF5%
0.2 mol- L' $hRVA WK 10 mL, JAJE 15 min, 7F
37 C.. 200 r-min~" fHIRKBIRZ 4 PR EHR T 16 h,
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142 FEFEAL

FEMATA G 2, N 2~3 mL B S 47
(K,HPO,) ¥, ¥4 pH =, e mL 2R L
fig, ¥RJHE 15 min, 4200 r-min' Z.0> 15 min, B E
HW T 10 mL B0, \ERRPURME—X, &IF
EW, KA 40 C AR (Ny) KT i 0.1% B R
K- 05 1.5 mL B, IEC%E 1.5 mL BRAR, RiE
10 min, 10 000 r-min~'#.0> 15 min, HCFE R
0.22 um JEMR, A5,
1.5 (U TiELH™
1.5.1 &AREEFMt

3% . ACQUITY UPLC® BEH C g (50 mmx
2.1 mmx1.7 pm) SOAHEIER; WatH: A IR
#0.1% HER/K+5 mmol- L™ I FRE IR (JFital),
B NN (Bikal); JEAERE . 5.0 ul; FEE: 35 C;
Ui : 0.35 mL-min~'; BREEVEART W 1.

®1 REBIEWERRSEE

Table 1 Program of gradient elution

2 BEERKEHRENRHORIESEE
Table 2 Nitrofurazone metabolites and their internal tar-
get mass spectrometry conditions

S :ZTZ;(IT —)\('Zir NN
By AT TET g R et
Anal Precursor ion/ Product ion/ DP/V CE/V

nalyte (m/z) (m/z)
166.1" 24 9
ZHENR SEM 209.1
192.1 24 10
SRR
SEM_ISNZ_HC 212.1 168.1 24 9

] ki T A B B
t/min Flow rate/(mL-min™') Mobile phase A/% Mobile phase B/%
0 0.35 75 25
3.0 0.35 70 30
4.0 0.35 30 70
4.5 0.35 75 25
6.0 0.35 75 25

1.5.2 SEM & W AR # 44

BFUR . FIESE FL B IE B (electrospray ioniza-
tion positive ion, ESI+) =04, HE A &
R WS (Multiple-reaction monitoring, MRM) £5X ;
WSS : 3500 Vs BAEHIE: 1000 V; B
BB : 120 C; EFFNRE: 600 C; HHEMS
Wi Ny, Wi 1000 L-h'; HEFLTH: Ny, fEN
50 L-h7'e BEESF. FE. HEfLHE . REEREE
W3 2,
1.6 R/ i 2 A04G H R

TERRFL I 1 ng-mL™" SEM FRIUE TAEA R 0.5 mL,
10 ng-mL™" SEM Fr#fE TAE¥ W 0.1, 0.5 mL; 100
ng-mL™" SEM #RfE TAEWWK 0.1, 0.2, 0.5 F1 1.0
mL F 7 4~ 50 mL BB, BRASIEES AN, 5%
L4 PYRIRAE, 4% 1.5 Z0F6
1.7 [BERMNEEE

R AT XA R SEM. A il 45 S 0 vE

e ERE T
Note: *. Quantitative ion.
PERFEM:, DARIRARE S AT nAs Il ss:, i3
JZKFEH 1~10 pgkg ™'
1.8 HELESHHF

SRR B Origin 2021, SPSS 2019 FI Excel
2016 B AT A IRAN AT

2 %

2.1 BIERIGHFES

PEH 1 pg-mL™' SEM bR A 1 pg-mL™"
SEM W% TARBAHZALER S B AT b, 43
SERRIAL I 1 mL FRRE 2T 2 mL A8, %
1.4 5 K 15 2R, S s B LA 1
SEM W [A] 27E 1.28 min, WIEASBI R, R
FEw, AESCRRAS, W& T IAUK™ i E e
4 W
22 SFTERIE

Fe 1.6 W7, 20 RORORE £ 1 IO 3 166 FH 43
Br, ehlbrdE TAEMZ (8 2), 7 0.5~100 pg-kg™
JEFEIN, SEM i 745 g AR LU AH R G &R
Raf, BAIEE R y=0.111x+0.007 8,
R*=0.999 9, ZMARSE S04 1Z 7 AR 1 BR A 0.25
ng-kg™ (S/IN=3), RN 0.50 pg-kg™" (SIN=
10), BEW AL SEM KINTE R o BRI IS5
SER UL 3. TR I R, MERREE . AN
S R AT, Reii S [QRIFT SEM 43T 28K
2.3 FKBUH SEM B2 FR4FIE

)N e AL NP N L N A =23 = I 3
FE . FERIIR A S5 [RER A2 Y46 Y SEML (36 4) . ASIF]
141 SEM K B I i BUIRAR IR g - Sk g HHE > R
FESURES IR > KB L, SRR AE A58 Kk
%[GR IR A [R) BB A2 A SEM A& B AN F], SE24 4
(12.90+2.47) pg'kg™', AL SEM K H EM 5
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100 - 129 MRM of 2 Channels ES+
TIC (SEM)
1.48e6
50
0 1 e 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I
050 1.00 1.50 2.00 250 3.00 350 4.00 450 5.00 550 6.00
£ 100 1.28 MRM of 1 Channel ES
S [© annel ES+
¥ 212.1>168.1 (SEM (15N, 13C))
= 5 6.57e4
B 50
8
Flg=!
=
[=]
20 . S L . . . . . . .
w
050 1.00 1.50 2.00 250 3.00 350 4.00 450 5.00 550 6.00
100 1.28 MRM of 1 Channel ES+
TIC (SEM (15N,, 13C))
6.57e4
50 +
0 I pu— L I i L I I I I L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I
0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 250 3.00 350 4.00 450 5.00 550 6.00
t/min
BT SEMECH AR A 1t 1]
Fig. 1 SEM and its internal standard total ion flow diagram
20 . R3  HmPSEMAY AR EI RIS
10 b y=0.111x+0.007 8 ' Table 3 Standard recovery and precision of SEM in
. R*=0.999 9 samples
g 8t
& fik i [l i AR O 22
;;_ 6 .o Added amount/(pg-kg ™) Recovery rate/% RSD/%
=4 1 96.00 8.84
2 o
e 5 92.20 6.11
" J
0 . . . . ,
20 40 60 80 100 10 97.30 2.02

w(SEM)/(ngkg™)
K2 SEMPRiERZLIK
Fig.2 SEM standard curve

PRI . BIRSHP5E> R > 1> 88> LA 2% B2
ESIF>A RS ILA . i E R, g
(PR PEAK) 7] % 1Y 27 TQ IR IR (MR 52 AR Y SEML
AR R h RIS TR T
AR TEFRE S AR % QTR AFR e AR N rh
it SEM,  HAFFEH SEM K R ie i THRA (15.33~
32.10 ff%) o MccrackenZE!"7! 57 & PR o b [ B A
% [CTRIF LA ZHS T SEM Sk il 4.18 ngkg ™,
H7eH SEM R HE A R AR 100 . itk nl

W, SEM A7 T % RIBIF AR, (HEZEF
EWFeiL, HAEAERKS R HEEARE L,

% TGRS [R5 457 SEM S H B A 48 11435 58 L,
Kl 3. SkHgH B SEM K E AT 30~40 pg-kg ' 19
HiREAR B 75%, T SEM K LA T 20~30
ng-kg ™ BY S FEAC BB 25%; BFSEH SEM K AE
T 10~20 pg-kg™ Y HAEAR GBI 37.5%, v T
0~10 ug-kg™'. 20~30 pg-kg™'. 30~40 pg-kg™" Al
40~50 pg-kg™ B AR G AEAS BB 12.5% ., 12.5% .
25% F112.5%; FEM 1 SEM & H E AT 20~30
ng-kg ' B EREAR BB 75%, HASHANT
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®4 FREBNAEIDSEME HE
Table 4 SEM content in different parts of M. rosenbergii

Fdl R AR SEMAG H {H PIEbRAE2E LRI
Sample Number of samples SEM content/(ug-kg™") X+SD/(ugkg™) Detection rate/%
Sk Cephalothorax 8 26.31~37.54 32.02+3.75 100
UFFE Shrimp shell 8 10.80~50.17 26.85+13.90 100
JE53 Shrimp tail 8 16.45~30.11 23.97+4.11 100
Ji /& Shrimp foot 6 17.45~24.15 21.03+2.51 100
T Shrimp liver 6 4.59~7.31 5.56%0.87 100
HR A Shrimp meat 8 ND~2.72 1.3540.67 87.5

F: ND. #IIZH/ T 0.50 pgkg '
Note: ND. The result is less than 0.50 pg-kg™".

10~20 F1 30~40 pg-kg ™", ¥ HREA MBI 12.5%;
R 1 SEM A BT 20~30 pg-kg "B A FEA
BB 66.7%, AT 10~20 pgkg ™, ¥ HEEA
SR 33.3%; SRR SEM A HUEATF 10~20
ugkg", AREAS ALY 100%.

mm L5 FF Cephalothorax
110 == 5% Shrimp shell
100 | == J2 3 Shrimp tail

m J[ /£ Shrimp foot
92 | == JIT Shrimp liver
80 L == P Shrimp meat
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

A SO 4 T
Percentage in total samples/%

0~10
SEM fi i SEM value/(ug-kg™)

10~20  20~30 30~40  40~50

+ 1ZA1Z SEM & AN IZAG HE [ Y o
+. The SEM content in this tissue is not within this detection range.

(13 B [T AR AN R SEMAS: H (ELFY 23 A i 20

Fig. 3 Distribution of SEM values in different parts of
M. rosenbergii

24 FRBEIEHE SEM 28221

K F HPLC-MS/MS 35X A [FIIE 38 4% 44 T 2 [G
THERIR ST AR A B SEM A B HEA T 07 (181 4) 6
ZERL RN, ORI 60 d PN, i IR AN E] SE K
% FCYH MR R R A £ SEM A6 H 5L BB [
s, OB 0 K, URSTRIERIRY SEM A6 HifE
43R 45.50 Al 2.14 pgkg™'s WOREER 7 KAT50H
34.65 F1 1.93 pg-kg™'s WA 14 KI351K 27.65 il
1.35 pg-kg™'; WEEES 28 K434°A 17.52 1 1.08
ngkg'; WS 60 KA 11.34 F10.74 pgkg ™o

HHIRFE SEM 5 (EAERT 7 d N TR (F
F% 23.85%); WFA SEM K {EAESS 7 25 14 K F
KA A s (R 30.05%) . 55 28 KPR, URFEAIER
P SEM Kt (B 19T R e Sz i PR . 2058 5
60 K, WRSEFIER A A i SEM AS HUEECES 0 K435
TRET 65% F1 75.09%, SWHEE 7 KAHEL, HF5E
FIER PR A SEML ARG HE (B i 35 i IV S 0 K (P<
0.05) o AN [RIF7ER s (1] 4 2 (G VE MR RS2 FIER R SEM
R iR E AT B M 22 R/ (P<0.05). ILAL, P75
#e0d N, ARFIEIRET, & CIEERIRFEFER
rh SEM fu i EAFEAE i B 25 5 (P>0.05), i
AR LI PT R XoF 29 EC VR AR ) He A A R0, EL
Xif SEM A i A2 IR 45/
2.5 SEM RiESH

%GR AR IR e SEM A H B 0R 28 TR,
B e AR Y 21.14 /% (3R 5),  FRULAHEII AR 2
P ECTAUF SEM By R IR . T 5 5T &
HZVRER (M. nipponense) ¥F7EH SEM K H 2 oF
P 4.11~31.52 f%; i A48 1) R 4 6L A
INEEFERFE T SEM K R IR AR 9.11 5, 5
van Poucke 2512 % %2 [GVR IR . Mccracken 217! %
o LR B2 R K WA (M. agwi) SEM. [IG I 45
—3, TEEEPY X HAEIR . 52 [RJFEEAF (Pro-
cambarus clarkii) . % [CIREFSE SEM K & AT
5T, 253 /R SEM 78 H S 41 41 i 4G H i de
B, TEALAA LU R ERAL, 75 A BImEH
AVRUR SIS SEM i i de i o IE4h, SEM
OS2 B e A5 L T A B I 3 A ) 25 1,
FeeH 7K B SEM ) R IR

T g AU ARG R B, B et G H A
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Bb 2 5y Bb

i

HR7% SEM A% H A

SEM content in shrimp shell/(ug-kg™)

14 21 28
JE 8N 8] Storage time/d

-5C 20 °

2.25 rnenem
2.00
1.75 +
1.50
1.25 -
1.00
0.75

IR A SEM 4 HE A

SEM content in shrimp meat/(pg-kg™")

0.50
0.25

21 28
5B ] Storage time/d

C mm -40°7C -80 C

P4 %IRRT R ] SEMAS: ) (A2 1
i ANFKRE FREFRAFI S (5]~ % (TR R SEM k{25 5 B3 (P<0.05); AN[F/ING S5
FORARIC R T % [CIREF SEM A5 525 5 B3 (P<0.05)

Fig.4 Changes of SEM contents during storage of M. rosenbergii

Note: Different uppercase letters indicate significant difference in the SEM content of M. rosenbergii at different storage times (P<0.05); different

lowercase letters indicate significant difference in the SEM cont

x5

ent of M. rosenbergii at different storage temperatures (P<0.05).

% [ IR URIR 5 FOUR P R SEM O H H 18

Table 5 Detection of SEM in shrimp shell and meat of M. rosenbergii

SEMA; i {H SEM content/(ugkg ™)

o [T
s:jrtr:lpnle FATHREL FATHE2 FATHES FATHE4 SFIMH
Replicate 1 Replicate 2 Replicate 3 Replicate 4 Mean
LI Shrimp shell 31.80+1.11 27.63+1.67 29.18+2.03 32.23+1.76 30.21+1.64
HRPA Shrimp meat 1.93+0.17 1.63%0.09 1.38+0.13 1.73£0.29 1.66+0.17
HEAE Ratio 16.47 16.95 21.14 18.63 18.19

TRUFER P SEM A5 it I AR T ARG VERY , BEITIR
W R T SEARERMES SN “45687 SEM
Hb, AETERR P REE G “UFEAR” SEM, H#EI AT
AEJe i T HF5C SEF AR 98 2 70 BT 8. Mccrac-
ken 261 fF 53 2 BUAEHRFE AR P 2 (B AFAE — 25
MR, SRR EZRERA SEM A ) 52
WIZEF RIS 3 A5 DL, AT B R e 24U iy
SEM i i e Fh 5 SN i % R e R R BRI v,
BT “UrEAS” SEM IIFETE, HEER =i
15T, Saari Fl Peltonen!®® 7E K £ FH WG Po Ak 19
BY AR o [C R B R P A B SEM, K R 12
ngkg™, HUARL THASY A B SEM B
Mo IEERIE PR GEE (Eriocheir sinensis) Bt
Feha R ARG PRI ] SEM INAFEAE, TR
HORAS Y, HENDK AR S i H 5e 2 H N PE SEM
M) FEZORR . PIEEHEN, & IVEARERe s &
Y SEM 3l ¥ H25C 5 TR 1Y B fL 5 e 2 A 3|

UR PR, ELIORh R B A U 5 B B I T AR
HAEAR I SEM. 5 ik Bl AR AR A RO TR A
7 SEAMA BT SEM BRI, LA bl 3Hid e 2
=Rt

3 hE

T HA MG, RS AT
SEM 4% £ B 2 B FRA T H 58 27K ™ i ol o W 4%
AN 25 T B M PE AR 2 A K 7= S AR TR B
LA FRHH 7Y B S TE B P FIAS 25 7 AR T A S
WA B H FE K= S R SEM TR i
RAATIRANFIE . JRFRAEDY BT R B & AT
2 R M E A 1S 3 SEML S R Bt 2 2R e A1
SR AR RSN T, HEI TR SEM
WP BB S MR R 2 RIE B G a6 S
TEHI 5T P YR SEM 1 7= Ak S g e vp F SE R A
BERREA A Ko 3T Fe KA sh b N PE SEM
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PIER, BRI S mEA Wb
LAY, WA RES 5 IREEAE LRI
(1 B0 B A S A R SEMRTH 52
XK, T SEM A EARIE BGE AR v T 4518
R CUESE, WIEdoK™ MAETEN RN SEM, H
HMNEER A IE TR va bR A, AR, W
AT B LAk g P AR AR 5 4 SEM Ry bk 25 9 3 5T 1)
HPLC-MS/MS H il Wk Wi P AR 75 88 A 1 5 AN ]
1o TP 38 T I 5% Wk M VG AR 24 78 Sh IR 9 1)
HABACE Y 5- A5 5E-2 M5, ST T WK g P AR
BT, AHH T 5-Rl k- 2- B A0 S AR AR AT
o b R S A I, H AR EUS R IRCR

SEM fE NMERH LU B F MK E o HER
M NI T MHLOES AR, FFHXTE
RE . NHWRGER P ged 2 4k 8K
i34 PR AT RIS F ST 26K 7= i e SEML 1
BORIE K B E AL FAEE SEM A4 5% B i
EZSAMEAWHETT . & AR 58 7 AW LA LA
K ARBEFR K™ S SR AR AT 7 & R S i A
T E R E o AR I 4 22 Jin 5 X Y 552K
i SEM WY FEZORIE . TR ML RIBESE, R S
ITEZ SEM B i PR35 b v RN STt 6 28 4 Sl i b
HE TAESR AR IR 558 .

O

ABEFEXS % FCAR HRAS R B ALY SEM A H 1 2L
L SEM TEIC O ] A B AL HEAT TAT5E, RBLHA
[l F A 44 AN TR R HE /Y SEML, Sk i R | R
Fe A ST ARG B, LA AR AR, H B4
%, (R 3 e BUA 7 5k B PR AR v (1 ngrkg ™)
AN, 2 RIEERERSE AR P P A SEM A HH S50
FECA (] 22 /2 b, MRS rh SEM A H o i R AR
(1 pgkg™), Mzt B A2 A X T SEM A 52
M /IN, 3K AT e T SEM 25 v (4 ot 25 ) 52
Wi o X 2 ECIR MR AT R IR PYARA B A e, o7 2%
JERGIN IR FIA R & B R A5 . 381, g
HSeHhnl BEAFAERY “UFRIAS " SEM, BSCLEIRE
B IEFRSEIR AR R, DT PR AGHIN 25 R ) B
FERfTE

Sk
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