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Abstract; This paper summarized metabolism and residue elimination and residue detection methods of
sulfonamides. Finally, the research direction of sulfonamides metabolism and residues detection technology was
discussed. It is expected to provide technical support and reference for the development of new detection methods
for sulfonamides residues.
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Fig 1 Molecular structure and metabolic pathway of sulfonamide antibiotics
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1.1 BEEAELHBERANGRAAR  BEEER
— FAE 5 E ( Sulphadimethoxine, SDM ) SR it i Hb,
R BT RACE T2y, K32 00 N, -
LA N, AR R AL, D3 S A Se i R
W 2 AT DR N, - A PR RSG5 W N, -t
MREh . TENMRI N, —H A B IR 45 & 2 R 2 nR
W, AR 61% N, -2 BEk i 21% 04
8% N,—Hi 4G HHRE IR 45 & 7= W LA K N, — i IR h
Y1, TERKRIARP, N, - LBk F 2R =,
66% , bR ILZ SNAF B (W R R IR 45 A 7=

Titf Joz — W1 B IE ( Sulfadimidine , SM, ) J& T4 5502k
W2, U AE RS 59, S WL AT AE W 5 T
fife, PR RARY, SM, EE MR T XA 2B
b AU SRR IR 5 & . Horh R A AT 45 s g
I 5 SRS H L T FRAE, R AR A A T Bt
I PRI L AN 2 Ak, SML, 76N f M fA
PR A U= O BE, HROR R, AR
WHE A S, KA A Y, 72 4 80
Y K& AR NIRRT B, i
I AGR FPBERS b, ASBERS H N,SM,

18 iz FF WIS ( Sulfamethoxazole, SMZ) 7E A F13)
Pr(f i A 05 R R R E &8,
RO T X E A CBHE L BiFh PR
B, SMZ R AZE AN 9.5 h, J9 8 h, & 5 h, 4
2.5 h, /K47 h, 5% 3 h, 443 2 h, 4 10 h, SMZ ¥E
N A s iRy X F 2R Ak,
(EReYIN/EE SN SR SR IV RN EE Ay
SMZ FERE RN 32 B 1k £ WAk HEA T ARG, 7854 1 i
SRRV P ASRER I SR R AT R

25 LIRS 2 W e N RITE A [ Fi & 3 )
PR AR AR PR AN R, X AT g2 I
ANV 2 W R 8 2 5 i e 285 245 0 AR i ( P450
it ) (8 2H B DA B B AR AN R s Ak N SR TR 3R 8 T AR AE
R
1.2 B R A R B o0 R W R 2 ) A
% HEON TR e S 25 W i A 3 ) 22 o 2
STk s, R, A SC R E K sh i AR
Bl 2T ERR

[Fi] — it e 5 245 Wy 75 ] e 3 0 4K P AS ) 2 41
MR BLARTR] . KR EERASE Y BESE T SMZ 7675 A
B A AR B ) = AN ] e — Pk
BRE A 200 mg/kg SMZ o Fa R}, 45 F % 11, SMZ
(E T A0 B0 TR A A & et ey, LU L I
B S P S R R, SMZ T A BE £ P
PREWRAC, HYGE 8 L 3R, JFE SMZ 11
N Wi, SMZ £ T A B A A
T A B AR

AR TR AR 25 5 RSt e 28 25 W A K 7 B )
TR 253N 12 S HE . Ginneken %5 B 5T
TUREEXT SM, FE ) 254 3 T 2E R, 1
10 °C .20 °C F LA 100 mg/kg 475 & B R ik i
5 SM,, I E 45 R, 5 10 CHALL, #E 20 C Y
SM, HYZEMLA> A 28 AL (V) B 35 A, T B2k s
(tyo) 3 i 0, IRTE BR 3 (CL) W& &, AR
A5 W BFSE T IR EE X SMZ TE K 22 St A N 24 32 1
N, 525 CHIHL, 1 30 °C I SMZ 75 fa A 1fi 3%
WL B A3 AR 08 I BR 18, X R B 2 R W] 3R
R EEXT K= s i 2530 15 2806 B35,
TE— 2 T B2 O L P O 82 s, 5 25 0 A A G 1Y
Tit P T R | 24 T S R P ) R A gl A R
PR AR 7K ™ B 40 25 24 7 2% e 38) B 355 ki A [
F & KRB RS Y A AR 2

BNWAT I 2 5 Wl it e 24 24 W AE TR 9 AR
Janus 25 RFSE T AR R XL AR o SM,, 254R3h 7 2%
MRZm, R 10 H EYEE2R 1 20 H iR B4 4
10 1,V 44 mg/ke MR R ORG 2y, 450 %
BH 22 A AR 4 G ik e — R ms e 1 241X 8 01 2 S 4
ARERW, WEEES 10 HEEH 20 H i
B SM, By Vd RGN, P-4 45 B B[] ( MRT)
BEHEBAR, CL BE TS S 5 — P g i
P14 Tl %) I 1 B R A AR IR T3

[Fi] — it fe 25 245 1) I 2 245 U B0 A [ i £ g
R, EAERES T T 425 B0 & PR
( Oreochromis niloticus ) H il iz & e ( SD) 254X 3h
SEAIR L, R IR R 120 me/kg BV TR I 4 R 3%
ZE5 d T MR, S5 R R WT, B4 24T R M E AR
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T s 2 A 5N A I B s R R, LR Il
$FNE ULPA 75 B E T I B Bt LA 2
0T B g s A B AR AR N R TR R e T
FIRLG2N

25 25 )5 T2 5 W il e 288 245 W) 7 sh Wy 1A I 1 AR
i, SCHRREAE IS T 4 25 IR TR SMZ 7
FAORN 25483 D1 s, R 4 R
I R s PRSI 25 25757 5, LA 100 mg/ kg 71 5
W2 R R T O IRGA 2, G s i 4 45 24
i SMZ 7% f 1i 3 A LA Hh B IO, 23 A1 5 78 R
AR, M h SMZ 190 A 2 =1 (1, ) N
0.596=0.117 h,t,,,, 4 9.85+0.64 h, LA ' SMZ 1)
t2e M 0.53520.421 h,t,,,, "4 9.73£0.58 h,

7] 5t A £ 28 AN (7] 2 R0 A [i) o il Joe 24 245 1 1)
W A AR BRI TE R R E 7, FEE
ZEVOVHIESE T SM, (SD e ik i 4 48U IE (SMID ) 3
3 Tl e 255 245 4 A v L GT IR AR PN A 25 4 B0 ) 2 R
fiE, REIWIA], LL 100 mg/kg HIFIHEEBAYR AR 3 Fh
W2y, 25 RRW, CYP2C & SR 2597
Hh X IRA P R AT, SRR R 25 ) — A AR
T 5 SMD 78 v [ R 44 A 43 A [ SM, (SD BT
iz, Bt e 2, IR R TR R IR,
W] SMD Y25 R INFFA

L5 LA by, TRV At i 5 25 W) e AN [R) R 3 )
ARV H LA AN ] | A [ i Joe 245 245 ) 7 (] A 3
AR H A AR, B 25 W e Sh iR
ML oA A BT RS s i AR IS 1l DL e
TEMEUEL AR5 25 A0 i A PR B R A G
W AE S BR AR 7 v BEAR S 25 W 0 A% 0 RN 3 B SR
SR TE AR R 2 1
2 KBEBRMERGN S EHR
2.1 EERR R WG A s AR N B R R L R
FE A ES 235 S5 AEHUE B 25 TE i B 1
rn S EI LA IS B 0 A= 47 0 e v A R PR
TR 100 g/ kg 8 H R 24 8 A I 9 v v
T i, TERR D AL PR A i 5 Al e 2h
YR AR s ) o IO 25, % R SRR H S U0 TR
XF TR RS 250 0 5 B I R BF 9T, B RTIT 9T B 22 11

SEIK B, R, A SO FA 0K B R B
THBRALAE

BRAEJE 55 2 FE (1821) CCAKIRAR M, X 2 4
SR Z2 300 B VR AN T E W RO 2R R 2, WF9E T SMZ
TESZIEBUR P9 0 5% B8 TH BR LA, 775 150 mg/kg,
HELEZG 10 d, 25K SMZ FE 2 LA vk
FERRRS B AR, LA 2T 22 d & 44N
145% B A L R TR AR 45 25 M5 22 24~ 25 d,
S OMEL ALY TR R 45 25 45 2 U i) SMZ 5k B2
IR, HAR BRSP4 2 5 A
7] 5% B T I 3 AN [] DA AR 245 AN [ DRI bt 7 5
BRFRFE FH 24 s 0 T R 20 24 7 O IR 23 B 5

WRIEZESECURESE THE (27+1) CKIBEMT,
L 100 mg/ kg BAF0) 8 171 VR 44 245 52 7 Tk i W B iy, SD)
TEHL 7 (Scylla paramamosain ) 7 N 19 4341 F15%
R BRALAE 255 R L SD 7E F IR S A
BRI S, T2 6 d A RE 2 i Kok B R &
AL FERALTT 4 d B a] i 225K, Ui B 25 1 Bl 11
MERZRET TR T RE 2R A,

B2 R (28 £2) C KL AR, R B
A At 50 591 R FH AR 45 24 R B2 45 2, W5 T s iz ]
FA AU IE (SMIMD) 7 25 3 4 o 14 2548 30 ) 2% T o%
BRIHBRALAE , S50 R DL 200 mg/kg 7 HLIRIR
T2 25 J , SMM 7E 4% 20 21 Hh 1 5 ARk oy, JFF I >
' I > I > L PR, 3 ELAE JIL IR A i I B e T
JERE B, 4% 200 mg/kg USRI EIESE S d 4i2h )5,
SMM TENLIA (9 75 f FEAR S 0.1 mg/kg (1Y B[] 2
9120 h, EBURZGPHAET 5 d.

PN B 2R 1 A5 8 T 1 AT 9 A
JYi UMM R M T B VA XS A PN 1 B B T R R AR, S
55 ) 300 me/LARIKGESE 7 d IRIRE 25, % A KA
JULPR I B O R B i 647 5 B A A 5 2R
FH] . B frle SR R E UL IR D 90 R PR T L At 4
21, MITE B G I B B 8 e 2555 7 RART
ORFR B E IRZGIh 7 d, B4e5 R L
TR €335 — B 1K BT 335 V5 BIF 9% SMD i — A0 BE
(DVD) TR 7 7E 250 PR XS 44 P 1) % 2 7 B R
SEES LATR N 1000 mg/kg SMD HI DVD il 1 571 it 4>
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Wik S M 10 d, Z5 5 2B, SMD 7E 1 A
I T % P e, UG IIE , LA Hh Bk R o A
IS, FEBURZ N 7 d.

EEUKEE D HE (20£0.5) °C K 41 F SR vk
WORR TSI 1 52 5 i P Vs el o Y 5 A P
(B R TR B, S LA 50 me/ kg FFRIHEELE 5 d
FIELS 2y, 45 R W . SMZ e LA Hh A 11 B B e 1 1l
Wz P25 9 RIF IR T A Rl gh 4L sMz &
LRI T R RBR B F R 2 Z /0 15 d,

55 LA Lo B RS 25 I E AR TR K 7 Bl i 4
PN T B3 B AR ), - ELAS [R) 2 2 T B3 ol 3t AN [
FH T 5 UL PR e A TR B R R e e B DS 2
FEIK TS T BR AL R 45 25 07 X A A AR
Bk Zh b g 2y W b 2 A AR K 2251
W FESEBRA: P2 I AR 8 B (0 FR A A5 2R R TG Y
AR 25 W AR 211
2.2 X GHEGRN TR R BET, B
BRI 7k A AR ARk RS BT T
RS

Tl W2 1 D B ) A A 0 5 2 0 v A
FHSAGIRE i B e 24 P R R ik, IR TR
AU, — L AR AT # A . BRI 25 1 s A
PR 5 A R 2 4% STOP 1 | CAST 7 | FAST
WA, BRIV 00 FAST i, AT 5
SNPIFP I FAST 12 ELAT v SO AR 0 43 A P
P HL IR ARk B R AL

PRI AT B A R 0 E 5 15 A6 I Bl 4 4 41
T e 25 25 ) 1 A% B8R, R LA R ROTROAE 3 ik
(HPLC) AR G5B BTEE (LC-MS) (A&
T (GC) RAHERE- BTk (GC-MS) | BB 4
EHLVKIL (HPCE) 7%,

PR SOVRORH € 15 1% 2 S 0 5 e g 3 3 ) i e S
9RO T 1 B E R A S8 AN 2% (UVD) L5
JERGIN S (FLD ) L AR~ Al % ( ECD) A K — 4
FESIRIN#S (DAD) %7l TRk e e LA 2R 3R 2
149, DRI RT 2R A MGI 2835 F TR, Ke—jun Deng'™
SR HPLC = UV 100 5 X0 JH- v i g s 5 , it Je 1 s
(STZ) ,SM, Filfisf i H S S mk e (SMP ) 5% B &, %07

A8 [ A 2K B ( SPE ) 043 I TR R A E
(DLLME ) F AR MEA AR S BT AR FR , C18 YRAH € i A it
7538, KIBRN 0.4~8.4 pe/kg, NAR BICERE
il 70.2% ~91.4% , AR EIR 22/ N T 5.35% . 1E
AVF 22 TP OL R, Al A% 48 B 51 A6 D
FRHEAT AR, AT LAAT A5k S R B T 4 S T
L., Premarathne 251290 19 56 % ) HPLC—DAD 46 1]
T3 AT [ B0 A R AR b - A i e 2K 25 )
(SD,STZ , fiff iz i e (SPD) |, fiff Jiig FY FE g e (SMR)
SM, ,SMZ F1 SMP) , FEih FHZEIRK  LIRETR(1 = 3)
VR —TRAE IR AT 4R B, GF PR BE M i | SF- 357 [l il A
86% ~108% Z [i], Kz M KR Ky 129 % 140 ppb, i fk
RIGYLsr oA &3 ol R AT A B AR AT 9
JEAE AT A, DECR M AR AR I, R BT
HPLC-FLD il % 4~ 4 v 16 ik fiie 5% B8 & 110 5 v
TR A R QuEChERS PEATHE SLRTALBE SR )5
BB SO0 B b J5 7R A AR, D A I 25 A6
W, KR A 1.6~ 8.2 we/kg, MAR BCR L H Ny
66.6% ~109.5% . T HPLC 43 b7 i & 818, %f
2 G R Rl 5 LA IR Y 07 A R A
ik, L AR S i i R0 AR €4335 75 (Ultra: Perform-
ance Liquid Chromatography, UPLC ) i & ok
UPLC [ (AR F /IR AR EURL, B/ N FLAR A
THJBEA 53 B85, A0 A )T 44 3 A D 4 S A3 A
Wi, AHEST HPLC, UPLC HY4F BRI 25 1 L)
Fe RGPS =

VRS e AR HT Bl vz b g T e 2
29W R 43 BRI, 5 ORE € 15 AH L B A3 B 0K
B M R R R L R AR
SR FH 8 o B AH €873 — ER I B3 ( UPLC MS/MS)
E PE I FL AP =R RS 2 W i R B 1T VA
SR 7KV ORI A T 2 B S U 4 HLB [ AH
R EE , ZITIEME R 1 pne/ke, P40
PR AR 76.5% ~ 101.9% , 175 58 T4 il 7L
H e 2K 25 4 5% BR AR IEAS I, Abdallah ™™ FF &
T —F LC-MS/MS J7 ik, H Tl & 23 Fhfish e 25
el A LR R . A QuEchers J7
I TRE S RTAL B | Zorbax Eclipse XDB-C8 f4,ji% 4+
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(100 mmx2.1 mm,3.5 wm) J3& >R A% IE# T
FLES , 22 g W DRSS ORI, 2% 2k 1 D0 B
RGN 0.5~14.5 pg/kg Fl 1.8~48.4 pg/kg,
Xiaojing Li 45 #37. T —Fh QuEChERS -2 U
THCAE HLEE G 8 e 55CVROFH — 3 R T i DR ARG 00 55 PR A
TP 19 TR Jie A 24 W BR ARG O L RE R &
QuEChERS Hi&bP , /3 B A< B 45, BHE C18
FEAY BT, VLSRG 0.1% W R AE by it sl AH B B VR G,
SR FH 22 50y Wil T g 500 At R 0.04 ~
0.49 pg/kg, V-3t B TE 78.3% ~ 106. 1%
LA, Haixiang Zhao SRS ST T ZZRERRANKRAS N
MR 96 510 T R A BB 1 — 8 R0 €335 — 5 /A T
T 5 6 PR RIS TR v 12 i e 24 25 9 22 5% BR 1
o FEACRFH S BRI, 22 BE fie 4 K A8 7] A 2 G
b, KFRA 0.003 me/L, R4 0.01 mg/1.,9 Ff
B e 2 24540 %) I35 T 70%

SR % — ST IE FH R SR 3 R T
T HE TR RO R S A5 W) o0 A o0 B R A 03
ZJE A B SEAT BRI 1, A e KA
AR 3 — B IE ST R AS I PR 4 e ) i i
T mERERR B, FEA AR S, R ] T e A
ey BARb &Y, 22 I RERE AT AR S R
AR — IR BTk e A, 32 VA PR MR, TR
B, KR A 0.01 mg/kg, AR AR K 76% ~
110%

IEJLAE | T R4 M T R b R TR K e 1
WEPEDIREAT R 5 [ AR 25 BUH AR AR 25 65 Tt e 26
W FR R RN O A HRGE . 5 1% 5 A A UM e
B, W A A B MSPE ) i 32 B 1 418 3 AN 7 22
REHUKE, 25 5 W B, O HL B FR AL G E A T 2 A 1 fA
B R b o3 S BE R K 4 A A3 BT R) Y Pengzhi
Shi % 45 T Fe,0,~F A B (Fe,0,-GO) 4
KIZGIRE, TR AR Ry R W B 00 6 47 A0 o i Ab
B A HPLC-DAD X 7K H i) = i e 24k & 9
(SD.SM, ,STZ) #4745 I, W45 45 I FR7E 0.05 ~
0.10 pg/mL Z[8] | [FISCRTE 67.4% ~ 119.9% 2 [A]
Hongyuan Yan 25100 SR R R A A BB A S FE B
(M-G-PTE) J5¥, 454 HPLC-UV ¥ A, %F 4

FLIY SM, Rl s BB SMM i i SRk R AT T
FREAREIN, 5C18 HLB FZEERYKEM L, M-G-
PTE X e 28 165 W i W B Pk RE T A A T BR Ay
0.004~0.012 pg/g, PR IECRTE 90.1% ~ 113.5% .
PR U R AR A AL G W]
TIE % A 3L RE b B Y 28 2 W 0 DR R O B
Mengyu Qi &5 #Ar T —Fh 3t TR b A4 5805/ Rk
% (GO/PPy) M4 R IE A ZE LB R (PT-SPE) , 5
AR T AR S G, G DU e 2 N A 5 it v
MRS E Y, AR R 1.04 ~ 1.50 ng/mL,
SER R N 62.3% ~ 109.0% , 1% )7 ¥k | R
T HERA 35 0 T 2 0 b R R 25 00 A

R R A A PR K T A T AR R R ) — BT I
REIEE A BA AL PR TR s e /N
Ao IRERIE A5 R A A B - T A0 R Tk T
A A= vh 5 bR VS 25 W) 0 & i, I R RE
i 5 R L 25 WI7E 16 min N33 58443 85, Kl
FRR 4 mg/L, FE bR IECE S 100.8% ~104.1% .,
R TR R IS T A R 2
WYBR ER WA

GaPE ST I N I S 2 7k (ELISA) 54k
“F R ICHIORL T G 2 0Tk (CMIA) | Ik 4t iz
JERTHAR 1%k R R R AR A
I AT HE SR ASI BT ) R SRR 5

TRt K 5 R BT 2 %) R R B A R O | R
15 AT SR SR A58 AR I, Wenxiao Jiang
SENSIIE S T — o A AU L € IR SR W RS (DC -
ELISA) , A] [l fAar il 4= 45 v 22 P fe R 259, 1%
T3 VR PRI AS [+ 1 T 0 P 2 T ol DB 1o S8 )
fitf ) 7] sk P Bk G 2 0 s 1 L, F A
ZHUR o FRACE Y. B E 25 W i KRR Sy
5.8 ng/mL, fa[iF 550 SR LA R GHORL T 58 43
BT R PR A2 (R PR e A i e SIS 24 W % B R A T
R, Tk REEE N 1 e/ kg, 3 ZEHE i (14 S5 A AG T
BRI 0.864 pe/ke, B BRI 25 WAL XS IR H s in ]
CEH 94.36% ~100.119% ,RSD M 1.2% ~6.5% ; 5 AH
03 FR IR B A L, AGr 25 SR — 3, (EURS DU s ) e i
ARFRTT AR ARG LUK I B K, Haasnoot ¥ # 57
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T T A A SRS G g2 W S 1 ( BIA) SFe A A 1t
BRI A SMZ R SD, %05 % 4 AT B PR (4
ANFERD 5 min) | FE S B2 S (U & A DUk i 22
PR AR RS ), I LT Rl it e 25 24 4 G T PR 41K
T 10 ng/mL, Dapeng Peng"**' F| F 73 7 EN 38 58 &5
Pr(MIP) 1 N TR, 454 SPE #57 T—Fh
53§ B3l - IR A o3 BTk (MI-ELISA ) %707 %
FHFAI SM,, 7E58 L PR Hh 9 5% 28 o, 600 FR A0 2t
B3 9M 6.8 we/kg.20.4 pg/kg, o — bR A 5L
ARSI 5 7
3B B

AR SCHE GG T AR R A e S 2 W AE K 7 B
Pk N AR T 55 58 B T B F 5 a0 R, 3R B A B L
BE SRR AR DR B RR AN R 45 2 i AR
S o X AR Sh i VR 9 B AR5 T ok i P
M), 33X U (S At JYe 25 24 W 7 S A I A PR 245 381 25 1A
FRIH AN IR T BT A2 Ak . it e 25 24 ) 1 Al A7
I b ) e 22 S T R TR e 2R 2 AR
AR R T & & i LR s (A 92 R 2
AT AV 22 At R sl A A T e A 2
PITE s LE S Y AR N AR AR i N TE 28 AR A
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