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qTIer (ABSTRACT)

YR AT RIORIM) Bt P Y W BleARb] Td IR & Ad@fUd START & HRUT Yo | faurad
IS FRAS &1 T9g T THR wafaruiiy vd Wy quwn §9 gt 31 Uegd MY § 9RR, SreiR e
SR foret @1 HfY gar & Wi 45 AT | iHaRe, ST wibe U9 Ugdiss Avil & dleAme) &
3@l BT HPLC (High Performance Liquid Chromatography) fafdr gt TUITHP Td AETHS fa=ayor foar
T | ufurmat & 39 g1 fF 739 AT ® MRL (Maximum Residue Limit) & 3if¥e Jigdr # #leArre @y
UTT ¢ | FARUTEGAWIE T4 DDT & R Jaifed AT | UTT Y| 98 MY FoT W01 Hifeaal vd iy =
fafraa= 3 geayul Se1 weH wear 2|

BT Yeg: HPLC fazaivor, Sie-mere Ay, YR T9RId, GaT Uguul, IR, SNHIwibe, MRL

TR= (INTRODUCTION)

AT o SAL-IIErHT T § R o< wweare g & gaifersd == aral are Heedadl § § Uk gl TAeATT ST T A
61% -9V TH HEEAA & ST=q3(d oATdT g1 TGT il o TAGTY T T qUT F dTaS[@ Sea<l Tl 787 TRATSHAT Ud 77
=TS Fioramsl & 39 &= § F1U Tatatedl asil & =eqd g2 gl Wi, aTEAT, SHaay, ey g = e 5@t # T,
AT, ST, FHAT T FITH T T2 THTH 92 GAT it 2l

FIT ITATHAT FETH & 3297 F THATAT FTT TR, ATFATIAAT T FAFATIAAT T AT AT H TN FHAT ST 2
FAO & AT WA § Ifaad aRTHT 90,000 Hifeah = dhieATerhl FT ITANT 2raT g ForaH TSTeAT & TNTETT Agea ol &l
T THTAAT & AFAT T H ZHHTA T 1= L@ & A GT S@AT o6 ATEAH | A FGTET AT T T F TATEAT Fd 8
WHO % ST Fieaterd FErurhar & sfaad g« § arar 3 91 §id gl gl

HPLC (High Performance Liquid Chromatography) fafer adam & fiearers st & fagwor f gatfas Feaadi,
Togaefie Ua gt qaadia A1 STt g1 39 f&te & ppb (parts per billion) TaT 9% A faraywor 9 g1 W deq99 § 9%
HEET % A1 (5] 1 H1T GaT H AT ATAUT 1 7T U T H1 HPLC FIT AT faraaor o @ )

qEadt gl § Kumari et al. (2020) 7 gRATOT it gaT & AT 6 IUTerfa &t = 99T Sharma & Verma (2021) ¥
TISTEATA T FHIT FaT & DDT F Qi it are i foieq O % 9@ Ud AT ga1-a9 § =9 J999l % Fag 17 fafrg
9TTeT ST g1 ALT TH 9T T J AALTFAT U TTHIFHAT 2|

HEAT % 3297 (OBJECTIVES)
o T HEEI il FY GaT H HIeATF ATAUT 6l TF(d ([UTcHT TgaT) FIATI
e HPLC fafer grer = sraerei Y 7t 7T (|ramensh /1) fRrathd s
o TS woeti U& &= H STa9T T T AATHE qHTEAT FIAT|
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.’.
o MRL HTHaT & TAAT FT FaT T 6T T AT T AhedsT ATl
o FfT THTIA e g AHaTd TS TEIT FHEATI

Tt wd fafdr (MATERIALS AND METHODS)

3.1 FHATEAZ (Sample Collection)

FFLAT-TIFL 2023 H AW (15), FTEHT (15) U SFad (15) &t & F1 45 ga1 997 SUgid 60 T0| TeF T947 0-20
T gere & faeet fafer (Diagonal Method) gTeT foram ram) /AT & aiferfi=r S1 # 573 &< -20°C 9% 6= T 17| T8
Txet ® g, FeEt ud Sy A i w5 gfy ateatoa o

3.2 7T fAswyr (Extraction Procedure)

10 ITH ATF-F JaT 797 § QUEChERS (Quick, Easy, Cheap, Effective, Rugged, Safe) fafer &1 3Iwarmr foram wr=m
ufEEATzeTeed (10 mL) & FeFdor % T57q C18 Ua PSA Aide & yrafwa ertere fomam wam sifaw Aed #ir 0.45um Fw7
foheex & graeT HPLC fargpoor 3q aame o

3.3 HPLC fagwur &t &rdf (HPLC Conditions)

Agilent 1260 Infinity HPLC WorTeft T I9=T f3Fam @M C18 fawl-Wet &ied (250x4.6mm, 5Sum), HISTSA e
UREMTEZRS © S (70:30, V/V), TATE 3% 1.0 mL/min, ST#eTH Srade: 20uL, d3reed: 230nm (DAD fRe#e¥)| T+
TR T Tg=T= TTaameor 9897 (Retention Time) T UV T | #iT %)

arfersT 1: HPLC fafer grer wg=met T Fiearers Ta SHe TTaem<or a9

w4 RIESICED T TIYETor F9 (min) MRL (ng/kg)
1 FATTATSLRIT ARTATHRIERE 8.34 500
2 DDT (p,p) ARTATFATT 14.82 100
3 TS HhRT AT FATT 12.56 200
4 ATSICHTIAT qrEediEe 10.21 1000
5 EEIPRICH AT TRIERE 7.48 4000
6 FFAST-ATZ AT qrEiiEe 11.73 200

TR Td fAa= (RESULTS AND DISCUSSION)

4.1 Fraarerw a9t F1 SufRerfa (Occurrence of Residues)

o 45 gar T977 § 7 41 (91.1%) § FF & FF T AT hl ITEATd a5 il T 33 THAT (73.3%) H MRL & s7ferF
TiEdT 972 T2 ST UF THE FAqrat gl A e & T941 § Aaq9-Higar aaiidd qre T2, Sath Sqad? & g0 o451 §
AUETFT FH|

arferert 2: AT freaTers sy it sfera gigar (ug/ke)

HreATITR AT (n=15) ITEAT (N=15) AT (N=15)
FATCATSEIT 684 + 42 521 + 38 312 + 27
DDT 178 £ 21 143 +18 89 + 14
TUSTEeHTT 312 + 29 241 +22 156 + 19
EIERECIPE] 1124 + 56 892 + 48 634 + 41
EEIPRICE 2840 + 110 1980 + 87 1240 + 65
AEAST-ATZA N 287 +33 198 + 24 124 +17
4.2 w@ A&y (Key Findings)

o FARATSLIRA AR f5rer & MRL (500 pg/kg) 5 36.8% STTera |TAT H ITAT TAT ST AG-A3HT 77 H THb (HLdq¥ STANT FT

TR g
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e DDT 1Y 1989 & Widaer & aTasE A forei § oeht Sueafa A g 78 e § qusi a% saiatdd e % DDT
#¥ &THAT T FTAT B

o At Tt srverrshd w9 fAater &, aarfor auie & Taedy ofaa JiEar (2840 pg/kg) MRL % @977 R & o erfars
RIERIEY

o pH 8.2-8.8 % &ATET HaT 1 | SN IFATT AT & STTHEA HE I & ZraT g ST AT T fare 9w 8
o HTTEA-THT THAT T AT H ICHFTATT THAT | ATAT 20-35% STEF qTT AT ST AT TSI U ST AT il AT o
LEIEGE

4.3 TqTE UF q19<0T 9T TH9TE (Health and Environmental Implications)

T AT AT IF FiEaT gaT gEAS1a GHaTT H 98 FT [0l 6t IALar 1 SrHaTed €9 § 77 Hdl gl GRd S §
A% T it FATEAT F TSI T FT GALT ITT AT g1 Ames T § FARATRT TF DDT F Ieafyadsra
(mutagenic) 9T T&E &1 T & ST SreahTiors 8T STEH F 2 &

fswd (CONCLUSION)
TEQT o & TqE g O g geeds £ FU gaT § FredA1q® qa96t 7 97 Harses €9 ¥ 37 g1 HPLC g uw

FErsaai, Haaaefie va qaead T aadis g ST ppb ¥T 9% AW 6T TEH T Te49 TATdT gl 73% 941 § MRL
=T T Ieare T8 9g F2ar g o Fo T\l & Afaesmqel STTNT 9¥ T (Fa=07 draea 8|

AT & AU T a7 (i) FIR AT Sg-Hieqarerni ta IPM (Integrated Pest Management) fafermi =t sforeror 3, (ii)
FreATer faera &1 e 2, (iii) T gar oo SRt w2t w3 9T (iv) STaated hiedterent & T a=f &7
3 FAT0) AfasT § GC-MS/MS T& LC-MS/MS St 39q fafari & =mas aaeqv sraed s 2|
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