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Abstract: To optimize the method for determining ester compounds in wine using dispersive liquid-liquid
microextraction (DLLME), a simulated wine solution was used as the test material. The effects of seven factors,
including type and volume of dispersant, type and volume of extractant, sample volume, salt addition amount, and
extraction time, on the extraction efficiency of 16 ester compounds in simulated wine were investigated. Single-
factor experiments and Box-Behnken response surface methodology were combined to optimize the extraction
conditions, and qualitative and quantitative analyses were performed using gas chromatography-mass spectrometry
(GC-MS). The results showed that the optimal extraction conditions for ester compounds in the simulated wine

were 1 200 uL of methanol as the dispersant, 600 pL of dichloromethane as the extraction solvent, a sample volume
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of 7 mL, no adjustment of ionic strength, and an extraction time of 1.0 min. Under these conditions, all 16 esters
compounds under investigation exhibited good linearity with R* exceeding 0.995, while the limits of detection
(LOD) and quantitation (LOQ) ranged from 0.004 mg/L to 0.078 mg/L and 0.012 mg/L to 0.261 mg/L, respectively.
The spiked recoveries at three mass concentration levels ranged from 83.3% to 111.3%, with intra-day and inter-day
relative standard deviations (RSDs) between 0.02% to 7.69%. When applied to ‘Pinot Noir’ dry red wine and
Italian ‘Riesling’ ice wine samples from 2018 to 2020, the method showed good applicability, confirming that the
types and concentrations of ester compounds were closely related to the wine type and aging year. This study could
provide a basis for the in-depth study of the metabolism of ester compounds in wine.

Keywords: dispersive liquid-liquid microextraction; gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS); wine;

ester compounds; response surface optimization
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JiiE A BT BE — 2B B 5T I AE R T A AR
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Fi R AL & P AE A b i 2 B A, 3G 7 Lk
Tl B PR AR B, A5 A A 75 2R AT R R M i Ak B
W A HY (liquid-liquid extraction, LLE) A1 [ 47 %<
HX (solid phase extraction, SPE) J& 1 4t H. 1 2 1 &
W77 6 B F3 70 & K 48 AR o B0 T s ]
A AL U (headspace-solid phase microextraction,
HS-SPME) H A 18 1F J5 8 A B & A WL
FEEAR B B WA AE AN A% B 53 V2K Sk B 400 48 55 Bk
R AR, — Bl EE T AE A MU o N 43 B0
DA B A 7K AH 5 26 B 22 18] 5 18 5K 7 00 43 B80T
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PO AR B s B B S, BT
ZRHTFEMS RSN IREL S
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CECR R S BRAL AW < DR R T Y 2R i
1% 2R 2 W) i 1) DLLME-GC-MS 43 #7 J7 1131518200,
8 FLAE TR 2R A A 1 40 o 0 R 38 R LR 3 .
VB DL 2 57 Bl 21 R 07 2 LR o AR AR
RN 0T B O AR AR L AE R A ARUR A H I []
SR R N 8 b, 38 3T R R R Box-Behnken i B
AT R 36 15 T, A0 Ao A5 0 7 6 V8 w3 R0 AR ik 2 X
& BTG AL & W I 2% 18 O 7 1 A AR O R 1
BF AR AR IR T A [R] 25 284 R0 4 40 6] 4 9 b g 28
105 W 1 35 A A
IR 5k
L1 R 5
L1l #HEAAE WA NN E sl k
JEE AR A R 2 7] 2018—2020 4F ) ¢ S LL i T 40 %
BN BTN UK R AT AR R R OR AR
2y 5l kR A M-H-18 \M-H-19 .M-H-20 fil M-B-18.
M-B-19.M-B-20. ‘ H Lt i T £ % % 10 5 A % 50 -
AR R B 12.71%~13.12%, & I8 & K
4.50~5.49 g/L, 5k BE T #IKE 0.49~0.55 g/L. 5%
UK R R AR RS - O RE AR AR Sy B 7.65%~
9.18% , i\ IR 7 & iRk ¥ 5.14~5.61 g/L, bk ¥l it B K
£ 66.10~86.83 g/L.
1.12 ARk &Ae X F LB T (4 99.0%)
T IRR 2.8 (4l FE 98.0%) « 2,12 T g (41 99.0%)
OV R H i (481 99.0%) « £ R T (46 99.0%)  J3
TR 2,15 C2E B 99.0%) « LR 5 G i (4h E 99.0%) . &
PR 3 T (20 98.5%) 52 R L Tig (41 99.0%) « °F 1R
St TE (A 98.0%) LR 2K £ Tig (4hJE 98.0%) : 5
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Sigma 2~ #] ; TR 7 R BR (40 99.5%) . R &
Big (41 E 99.0%) R LR (4EFE 99.5%) T R —
LT (AT 99.6%) « [ g 22 wi MR A b BHE A PR &
Al s LC)-FLIR B8 (Al 98.0%) «4-H 3 -2- [ I (4fi
£ 98.0%) : b 75 % (L) Mk Tl & J@ A IR A A
SN TNy N I D S NITEN Y S N 1IN o 7
W (5 1 Al BB T R R A R A A A A
ALY F AN KRR BR AN - 7 pr 4, RIETTOL R
Bl R A IR 2 & WA B o frall, RE e W
EHEARGR A .
12 UBR5EE

CP214 B 7 RV : L REMUB/ARA
F] 518100 2 68 2 7K AL - B PR BE IR /K b B 152 % A PR
4y #) 5 Vorter Mixer B iR Jig 41X : 32 [# Scientific
Industries.Inc A @) ; TDZ5-WS B4 & AL 3# 2Ol -
T R WA A B2 A PR 2S B] s TRACE 1300-1SQ %< #
o3 5 3 B¢ A% W TRIPLUS RSH %4 (5 5 3k B 88 « 55
Thermo Scientific /4 & ; DB-Wax B 7 3 §1 (60 mx
2.5 mmx0.25 um) : 52 [H Agilent Technologies A 7] ; 1
mL i B 48 B T AER .
1.3 R A%
13,1 BB AR RAARE TR QB H
P : 2R $012%, WA 82 5 /L, B A
A AN pH & 3.5,

Fr TR BEVR « FH R H00P 1 46 4 mg/L SR 5+ T B -
45 mg/L 7 KR 406 1.2 mg/L Z R T I8 .9 mg/L
TR % 1 mg/L &R H IE 70 mg/L LR 1
5mg/L TR O\ .10 mg/L FEIR £, 5 .2 mg/L L(-)-
FLER B8 10 mg/L ¥ R W5 1 mg/L &R 7 i
1 mg/L 1% ¥ B30 mg/L 2R 41K+ 1 mg/L ¥ &
FIREE 4mg/L T 8 BN 4me/L LBRE L
We R BRIV, BT 2% AR A AN 7 V22 50 00E

s HE A W T RS 0L 43 ) K B V0 FR BE 10
50.100.200.500.1 000.2 000 % , H F % 37 bx #E
2
132 DLLME 7# & & #i% & S CHR[14,20]1
D5k IS N B h o B S mL R 4P 98 FE T 15 mL
HE T TS M B B B B 0B R, 0.9 g &1L Al AN
10 uL N F5 (18 640 mg/L 4- B & -2- /R % 1) 2. B 1%
WO, M1 mL &SRR A WA LG
(1 000 uL () H B A1 600 L & %2, 3 A 1 mL
Tl B 7 S A R EO PR T N R R, 9 T e B L

RELS: PHRBRRERENEAEEPEXLEDY

1 min J5 , LA 4 000 r/min & 0> 15 min, 5 & G HLAH ,
TN TE K B R B o K S B8N 2 mL B O, B
S RE RSB 1 uL v E N GC-MS BEAT 43 M7, BT A A
w359 9 343 B4 43 B 3 4R

DATE R AL & P o7 8 B2 R Fa b, 23 A R 4 B
FUFP 2 CHBE L 215 < TR 28 B 7)o 24— &0 05
IECeE D FE AR (4.5.6.7.8 mL) < #1715t
7 (0.0.3.0.6.0.9. 1.2 g 4 # 7) 4& 1 (600 800
1 00012001 400 pL) & B 4 £ (480 600 720
840.1 000 pL) A B 3] (0.5.1.0.2.0.3.0.4.0 min)
% DLLME RCR 520 o 556 Hh 25 PR 2= 110 [ 52 4% 1R 4%
AN HEE 1000 pL, — S H 652 600 pl, 7 SRR S mL, 21
IS0 & 0.9 g, ZXHLUN [A] 9 min.
1.3.3 Plackett-Burman X 38 3% 7+ DL R 23l 46 45
SO, DR A S 10 5 0T B R B Dy e B
PEAFE AR AR (XD 23 BORNR B () L 26 BG4 R
(X A& BR8] (XD 4 AN L&, 0 ikl 52
DLLME % % ] IR A 1.
1.3.4 @ @R %%+ R 35 Plackett-Burman 3
6 8 5L 30 A3 BRORAR AR (4D BEBURIAA AR (B AT AR
Ul (] (OO 3 AN R 2, i3E AT = B 3 = 7K °F 1) Box-
Behnken M o7 1] 20 56 B2 1 % &8 B 2% 14 2 47 R 10
I ST A R A
1.3.5 GC-MS %4 GC%&F it 53t k2% 1m
GC-MS HVENEFUA 1 uL (W, % H DB-Wax %!
3% 4 (60 mx2.5 mmx=0.25 um) 4> & 3% K L&
Yo ASAE BRI E D 250 °CL, AN A A
MEN 1 mL/min, Aoy de . FHRFR T - W46 1
% 40 °C, #£ 42 5 min, 28 J5 LA 4 °C/min 13 & T+ 2
210 °C, fR #F 5 min, ¥ 7 B [8] 7 min. MS 2k fF : EI
BT, T RGARETV, B IR E 230 °C,
FHEVEE m/z N 35~350.
13.6 =iz Eosh EWESN RARIESE T
B o R R AR AE L RFIE B ONIST-11. Wiley
T B RG A RLE A R L HEAT e M A, 3 E L
Xof B SR UL AT K T 800

€ &AM A O b v A b o i 2R
T %W R AE B A S AT E ' N TR
o 1 il B A S 0 R A 5 25 R A TR S T AR
FHAT B b 9 5 3647 58 £
1.4 HELEBSE SR

F| ] Microsoft Office Excel 2010 1 Origin

153



154

Journal of Food Science and Biotechnology

2018 %f 1 56 B 153 H 4 ik 47 Ak B 2 B {8 A IBM
SPSS Statistics 20( Duncan 7% , P<0.05) # 17 & & ¥
43 M1 5 K H Design-Expert 8.0.5 #& 14 i 47 Plackett-
Burman f1 Box-Behnken i 5 [i i 36 ¥ i1 . 1l 36 45
T35 DL ¥ (B 4 i 22 3RO .

2 #RS5nbr

2.1 DLLME &1t
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FUAAEE 5 AR, B ZAE R HGR H iE tE R
TFRY, i RE HY A fE TE KA o BR300 /N TR
T 386 05 4 00 1 el T AR, AT B R AR AL
2R KRR A B T A AR A R FOK VA D, B
(7 HEE. OGN EAE 8 BOR R . g5 R
W 1 FTR, C 5 TR TR I 2E R AR AL, Hodr, &
i AT H At 2 BRI X L) -FL R 2 B8 AN 24 1R 2
PR B R M REERE ) o T T HoAh 5 ARk &
Wy, WO AR BT AR O B, B E A
UF o DA U, 36 % FR AR O 40 BRI
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%‘D 90 | 2%
E 80f C I 7
% 701
m\ﬁ 60
w501
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H 0 EaiE ca il abb e cabfll2aa aab | llaaa 5
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AN AN 5 2 B IR % 7K [ A7 A8 8 3 1 22 57 (P<0.05) .
B 1 ~E % # 5% 2 DLLME % B3 £ 69 % vf
Effects of different dispersants on the extraction efficiency

of DLLME

Fig. 1
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MR . NIEPEEEZER, X & F b IE
Chbe FI G #EAT 7 MR A B, 45 R L 2. BLIE
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Fig.2 Effects of defferent extractants on the extraction

efficiency of DLLME
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AR ZERL) .

2.1.3 M SkAReg AR FE SRR R AR K
REZERE. LR NS EON, 8 A
HCF, 20 st T 4.5.6478 mL A RE A AR 6
DLLME &£ HURCR [ 82 m o i P 3 Fir s , &5 B 44
FUANAS , B 25 A S AR B B 386 0, 250 J& 19 HLAH
5 00 R HG 0, A WA R R PR BE 2 42
A R R RN 7 mL N E 8 mL A, % B
&) BRI A B, Rk, IEFE 7 mL

B b AR AR BEAT J5 2 .
_100¢ ' =§ Eﬁ
3 . ;o
m
§ s I8 mL
% 60
i) a
H-[‘i A
] 40 'ﬁ
<o
ig aa aa
10} W I e
& 0 cbiadents oI 4 be b, be b webs
N TN ) L O U
A R A S
17 3 17 . S ;* 172 3 N -/
B 77’& B A % 17y
@w%%vwbw@@@%;@ b ww&{gi&&
v

AN [N G 5 B R OR & 7K S IR A8 i 25 7 22 5 (P<0.05) .
B3 #H &kt DLLME 3 B & 69 % v
Fig. 3 Effects of sample volume on the extraction efficiency

of DLLME
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1) 55 - 5 FEE AN 3 A B, AN TTT 2 1l DLLME ) 25
Bk o J8 k78 7 mL B0 A 4 3N 0
0.3.0.6.0.9.1.2 g FALEN , T8 75 8 B Jnoos 26 Uk 2
WIS o Gl 4 B s, B A SR 0o & 038 0, e 2%
1A 0 1 TR B 9 P IR A . — R U, Bl
B S S PR3 0, Sy AT A R WL IR TE KA R
VAR FE A, 1K A R T 42 v 2R U RIS, BT A3 L
AH B AR RS o, A AL AH R A5 0 420 1 JoR R R R PR ARG
ARG R, AR R A WEN
S AL B, B2 EAL BN I RS, R AR S AT
1 € B e B2 — AN AR L) -FLER LB, HL T
P B A SR TN N 5 B 1 3 0 B A 2 O 1 K S PRI
. B, G g0 ok AR L.

a I O¢g
A160 I
3140 0.6 ¢g
D120 Eode
g [Cl12g

AN /ING B R OR B KT (B A7 A J2 35 1 22 57 (P<0.05)
B 4 #7540 R 23 DLLME 3 B3 % 69 %k
Fig.4 Effects of salt addition amounts on the extraction
efficiency of DLLME

2,15 p#FkRG®RE SEFIMHEEERY
M) = AH RE U Z 10 T BGAN 26 BT 78 7K HR i 43 BORE
FE 33 T 2 e RE B AR O T VAR 43 BRI AR AR X
Big 25 4k & W 5 BT BB 1 52 M, LS T 600, 800
1 000~ 1 200+ 1 400 uL ) FF 2 X6 6 2 44 A 4 1 2 B
LESEP ISR INE 4 (B A 7/ o) ie - 71953
B S 73 SO R R B BN T 38 A0, 76 1 200 pl A B
KAE - 2453 HORAR AR KT 1200 pl B, Bg R4k & 9 )50
EIRFEFRAK. X 1T A2 B A O 2 4 8507 2 ek b
R Hp AR I 1 A AR B, AT BRI 2 AR
2P, B, 1 45 43 BT R I AR AR D 1200 pLs

2.1.6  FERF kARG F AR R T AE )
AR BRI AN E AR fE/K-H B 43 K

RELS: PHRBRRERENEAEEPEXLEDY

250 B 600 uL

a L 800 pL

B 1 000 1L

200 [ 1 200 pL
114

FEZRAL & W5 SR S5/ (mg/L)

v
ANA] NG R R IR B KT (A7 AE 35 4 2 57 (P<0.05)
B 5 5 #A AR DLLME 3 B £ 69 o
Fig. 5 Effects of dispersant volumes on the extraction efficiency

of DLLME

44 Z v 2y BN 480.600.720.840.1 000 uL —
S b, Mg H bR AR I E B, R W
6. B LCO-FLER LW Ah, FoAR TG A6 &4 ¥ i &
VA FEE o A A B A R 1 38 0 5 3000 38 S ek b 1
s, 7E 600 pL Ab ik B fx KAE . X2 hdE i &
O 3R A3 B A B AR A B 2 BE A HTR) A4 R 1 0 1
I, X BEAR T A ALAR A A BT R R
I, 16 % 600 pL Jy f HF A B AR A

140

[ —

D P O N

S O o O
T T T T

[So3
(=]
T

B2 AW SR P/ (mg/L)

AN E/INE TR OR % KT [ A7 AE 2 35 1 72 57 (P<0.05)
B 6 B R DLLME 3 85U £ 69 % oh
Fig. 6 Effects of extractant volumes on the extraction

efficiency of DLLME

2.1.7 FmetmEayit#F (£ DLLME i 2 1, 2 HL
N 8] 2% B5CAE A LA VIR DR /0, AT 52 ) 26 B A% .
FEAR IS 1, 4 25 B 2R 23 0 I iE A5 HX 0.5.1.0,2.0
3.0.4.0 min. & 70 F H , i e 2 BN ] 1.0 min
Reff K Z MR U AVIE B AR, BT
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A ALARAE 7K A B A R /0 5 I S A6 I ] 1 38
T AR B N A WL A T 2 B R R R,
R, 36 3 1.0 min N 5 48 3K B JA]

200 g 0.5 min
3180’ j| =8 [11.0 min
<1601 2.0 min
£140 3.0 min
E;lzo : [ ]4.0 min

100 1

ab

Lt 80 L baﬂ
& 60 a i
s .
<o
)

[i5E

s s s s ‘U@ &
S % %&ﬁi@ﬁ%@
AN NG B TR & KV A A A S5 3 1 22 7 (P<0.05)
B 7 ZE et DLLME 3 3£ 69 %
Fig. 7 Effects of extraction time on the extraction efficiency

of DLLME

2.2 Plackett-Burman i® 3% & R & 73 4

Plackett-Burman i 5 15 1 78 5 8 3% i 46 45 R
A3 Al b, DURE 2R A0 A 9 10 A 0T 5 VR S e R AE
PO =N AN O DING (Bl KL N N O DI i K N
(X)) AT BB (8] (XD 4 A4S TR 35 3 f AR (1) Fl B
CO PSP 34T 525 1 53 B Plackett-Burman i
35 11 BR 25 R 7K S L3R 1, Th 4 R A 3 T A 4y
LER 2 A1 R 3. K 3 BT R, 4 HA) AR R X
DLLME % B &L 5 52 1 1 2 2 (P<0.01) , 5 BRI 4
AR R AE S 8] 52 1) 2 3 (P<0.05) , 110 FF d A A6
AR . BRI, 36 EXC A BRI A4 R L AR EGR) AR
1 FE B 8] 3 > (B 2% i3 1T Box-Behnken M) [ TH] {1
1t . Box-Behnken Wi J37 [f] 12X 46 71 A 2 i DL [A]
R ALK AT, B B R 20 80T & ke M &
HUF) FE S AR A 7 mL AN L.
23 MEEREERESH

MR % Plackett-Burman i 46 % 11 45 5 , 3% B 4 B

% 1 Plackett-Burman i 38 1% i+ [F & fn7k F
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%2 Plackett-Burman iR 318+ R 4E R

Table 2 Experimental design and results of Plackett-Burman test

o X RERAR X800 XGFEIGN X R ZE;‘?;C;}Z/
A /mL PRF/UL AR /UL I (A /min

(mg/L)

1 6 1400 720 2.0 403.06
2 8 1400 720 0.5 428.98
3 8 1000 720 2.0 362.73
4 6 1000 720 0.5 313.03
5 6 1400 720 0.5 398.05
6 8 1400 480 2.0 520.78
7 6 1000 480 0.5 360.91
8 8 1000 480 0.5 294.39
9 6 1 000 480 2.0 478.37
10 8 1400 480 0.5 465.24
11 6 1400 480 2.0 509.06
12 8 1000 720 2.0 362.73

Table 1 Factors and levels of Plackett-Burman experimental design
SN
KF X, K i X, 73 B X ZEWOR X, BRI (] /
PRF/mL AR /UL AL min
-1 6 1000 480 0.5
1 8 1400 720 2.0

%3 Plackett-Burman iR i & it B Z S

Table 3  Significance analysis of Plackett-Burman experimental

design

W&k FPHM HHE B107 F P M
AL 48 147.39 4 12036.85  7.13  0.0130 *
X, 63.62 1 63.62  0.04 08516
X, 25 484.73 1 2548473  15.09 0.0060  **
X, 10 809.33 1 10809.33  6.40 0.0392 *
X, 11 789.72 1 11789.72 698 0.0333 *

VE RN R S BRI R 35 (P<0.05) , *% 3 R 0 £ B 5 i B 2 35

(P<0.01).

AR AR S FEHF) A R RH AL B [A) 33k 47 = R R =K F
(] Box-Behnken M )37 [ 4% 46 15 11, 2% K 25 A1 7K ~F WL
% 4. Box-Behnken M )37 i 15 36 ¢ 11 25 R WL 3R 5, 4
SEEC B AR R AT T E T (LR 6) . HEK 6
Al LLE AR ) P<0.001, 156 B R 45 22 AR /0N, A
AR & 1 Ge vk 3 & A B 4 A s R LI
P 0.153 1, KT 0.05, LG8 it 5w 3, & %
ZEMRA LR ELW. BIATENBREZRER
=0.968 6,3 B iZ B A 5 IS W& R 47 B IE Ve &
RN 0.928 3, K F 0.9, s e 7 FiIE 5 B S {E
(1% v 2 AH DG, 3 BH R A 25 B ot 3 6 25 S g AT T
WMo 22 [5] A ERABE 43 A, B 2445 3 i me) B2 181 =] )9 07 72
9 Y=496.74+35.204-15.108+17.18 C-15.89A4B+6.994C+
65.24BC-51.724>-3.17B*-33.94C*. 1 [n] V4 43 #r &5
SR, 5 AL E AR I 32 R R KR 2 A 5y B
R B AR R L C AU [A] o 7 22 70 A i) 45 R



Vol. 43 No.7

W IR T —IRIN AL HIUBC LA R IR I A*F B* %}
gk B = B 5 2 (P<0.01) , B X 45 B s B 2 (p<
0.05), C ABACC* X} &5 JL 52 i Y AN i 3%

RELS: PHRBRRERENEAEEPEXLEDY

# 6 Box-Behnken M B7 i 38 1% i+ 75 & 42 4
Table 6 Results of variance analysis of Box-Behnken response

surface test

TR PR HEE B F P I A
# 4 Box-Behnken Mo 57 { iR 36 & v+ E R Fisk F 155 60 024.17 9 666935 2400 00002  **
Table 4 Factors and levels of Box-Behnken response surface A 9417.87 1 9417.87 33.89 0.0006  **
experimental design B 1733.45 1 1733.45 6.24  0.0411 *
e c 504.84 1 504.84 182 0.2197
T ASHOIER /UL BEERGIER/UL  CEEECH Al /min 4B 1009.75 1 1009.75  3.63  0.0983
-1 1 000 480 0.5 AC 116.06 1 116.06  0.42 0.538 7
0 1200 600 1.0 BC 10 107.06 1 10107.06 3637 0.0005  **
1 1400 720 20 A2 11263.11 1 11263.11 4053  0.0004  **
B 22 544.09 1 2254409 81.13 <0.0001  **
%5 Box-Behnken MR IR IEI& T RER c 114538 1 114538 412 0.0819
Table 5 Experimental design and results of Box-Behnken Bk % 1 945.06 7 277.87
response surface test 5 UL T 1356.70 3 45223 3.07 0.1531 AEH
g ASE BRAGH CHEULE EELADY gl 7 588.36 4 147.09
R AR /L lNayme min JR I /(mg/L) J=¥1 61969.23 16
1 1400 600 2.0 480.33 T % R R TR BT R 2 (P<0.05) , %% 3 o X 4% S B I B S 3%
2 1 400 480 1.0 425.03 (P<0.01).
3 1200 480 2.0 355.48
4 1 000 480 1.0 329.47 X [a] U A5 28 3t AT A AL 23 A 45 31 B AR 26 B 2% A
5 1200 720 2.0 442.81 N4y BUFIAR AR 1 272.34 pL A HUA) 4K B 597.29
6 10w 600 03 384.16 WL BE LA 1) 1.27 min, Ik 5 38 508 5 A
T o0e b T B0 00 B 505.59 mg/L. % 92 bR R
oo o 58 465 35 6 2 $ 0T 9 5 R B 1200 L
9 1200 720 0.5 353.51 -
10 1 200 600 1.0 434.27 LU A R 600 pL A HUES 7] 1.0 min. 7 5% 4
11 1200 600 1.0 508.65 AT U RS, 15 B SR AL S W 1) S K
2 1000 720 Lo 350.44 N 496.74 mg/L , 5 T (B AH X 35 %2 /8 F 5%, 3IE B
13 1200 480 0.5 474.81 Box-Behnken uﬁ@ﬁﬁt%ﬁﬂ‘ E@Iz'ﬁﬁ 4{‘75%\{/@
DR o o o i AT e, AT LA A2 A T e B AL G D 3
16 1000 600 2.0 391.53 2R
17 1200 600 1.0 495.98 24 FERFWIE

HH Design-Expert 8.0.5 1 2 ] %% K 3 8] 52 .
VB FH B 3D i S 181 &, 40 1 8 Ffr s o 24 A HUIN /) — 52
I, B8 A 0 IR R 25 70 A AR 3 K, PR SR AL & )
()5 T B P A T JE BRI 3, HL A A
BT, % W AB A8 B AR R 45 R A B 3% 4
R WURIAR A — 58 , LA 5] (19 25 U 18] 1, 43 500 44
FEOGT i 24K B 400 1 25 ORS8N, W AC Y
A EAE RO 25 R 52 ) AN I3 5 T 2 R [A] A1 AK HY
AR AR 2 18] B0 AH B AR FH U i, o R 2R A0 & W0 i 4
AR 2, H 53R 6 77 Z 0 i 45 R — 2

241 AREHX AR EROFREE X
M bk RS & Bl A 2 s a
R AUL T R, 20 ) % T SR AN G W 1) o B UK R 5 A
JS7 W T AR 1 b 4 Hh 2, B S A ME R A, DA 3 A A M
EE 9 A I B (LOD) , 10 % 13 2 b & & BR(LOQ) .
F RS AN G W ) b v il 2 B M 7 R R OG R
PR e B BR DA St 2k i & EVE Bl iR 7 frs o £
LYV N, & B 2R AP R T AR S R R
HEIFH LR R, R 0.995 4~0.999 4) 1 &
T 0.995, £ W FR AN g = R YE B 4 5l S8 0.004~
0.078 mg/L #110.012~0.261 mg/L.
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Fig. 8 3D response surface plots illustrating the interaction effects between various factors on the extraction efficiency of DLLME
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Table 7 Standard curves, limits of detection, and limits of quantification for the analysis of ester compounds

using the established DLLME-GC-MS method

FEEY E 1T m/z Bk 28 26 1 7 F2 A AR LOD/(mg/L) LOQ/(mg/L) £kt H/(pg/L)
5 T h 43.56.73 y=8 155 331x-7 392 557 0.999 4 0.004 0.012 8~400
5 IR 20 29.57.88 y=8 277 726x-8 037 797 0.996 8 0.037 0.122 9~450
LR T W 43.56.73 y=3 018 336x-2 179 054 0.997 0 0.008 0.027 2.4~120.0
TR S N 43.55.70 y=15927 476x-17 326 652 0.995 4 0.060 0.201 9~900
O i 74.87.99 y=3 119 879x-2 277 730 0.996 4 0.043 0.143 2~100
O 4T 71.88.99 ¥=96 483 692x-105 043 104 0.997 8 0.078 0.261 35~7 000
R s 43.56.84 y=11218 204x-10 561 897 0.998 5 0.037 0.123 10~500
PR £ T 29.43.88 y=12 759 228x-12 522 485 0.997 7 0.056 0.188 10~1 000
L()-FLWR LT 29.45.75 y=1830909x1 242 344 0.998 2 0.011 0.038 16~800
¥R LT 57.88.101 y=7 667 634x-6 120 030 0.997 2 0.004 0.014 10~1 000
R e i 43.70.99 y=575 274x-450 518 0.997 4 0.050 0.166 2~100
LR ¥ 43.56.70 »=793 921x-35 049 0.997 1 0.038 0.125 2~100
ZER LT 29.88.101 y=2501 581x+1 133 619 0.999 2 0.013 0.044 15~3 000
IR 5 1 R 43.70.127 y=736 741x-161 420 0.996 2 0.038 0.127 2~100
TR L 29.101.129 y=15290 597x-15 130 102 0.997 5 0.011 0.035 4~400
LK LT 43.91.104 y=13 348 257x~14 104 700 0.998 5 0.025 0.083 2~400
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(1811 7 ¥ 1T S b S 2 A0 H PN« H 18] 48 X 78 A
Z=(n=9), g5 F LK 8. AR IUCEK A 83.3%~111.3%,

#=8 HEMBIDLLME-GC-MS 5 MRRINEREZERRLER

H AT H LA S A AE Al 22 8 0.02%~7.69% , % B 1% 7

RELS: PHRBRRERENEAEEPEXLEDY

T2 I HERR L o R 5 T R0 S RERG 9 A2 7 BT 225K

Table 8 Results of the spiked recovery and precision tests using the established DLLME-GC-MS method

‘ ‘ M-H-18 M-H-19 M-H-20
Ba KAk &) ﬁs‘m(lﬁ %ﬁrg/ ks [ 2/ RSD/% IERCIE e RSD/% PR I ] RSD/%

e % Al AW % Am AW % L

10 96.2 0.31 1.84 98.3 0.70 2.39 102.0 0.02 1.38

L5 T 40 104.0 0.24 1.62 86.8 1.19 231 100.7 0.14 1.37
80 111.3 0.44 1.38 99.8 0.48 4.72 101.9 3.21 2.43

10 103.0 1.83 3.90 83.3 1.33 2.24 90.2 0.34 7.69

SRR LT 40 101.0 0.32 2.70 97.9 0.75 2.44 96.0 1.09 3.50
80 98.6 0.71 1.23 103.0 0.54 0.63 100.0 0.24 0.22

10 106.0 0.43 3.22 93.9 1.05 2.56 98.5 0.28 2.75

LT s 40 98.2 0.92 2.00 101.0 0.18 0.53 107.0 0.29 5.65
80 94.7 0.95 1.06 99.7 0.41 2.50 101.0 0.36 0.38

10 106.0 0.90 331 91.2 0.93 2.07 98.5 0.48 4.01

TR 5 40 103.8 0.56 2.23 105.0 0.57 0.44 91.9 0.52 2.27
80 100.1 1.08 5.98 98.9 0.26 2.46 99.9 0.12 1.71

10 86.8 0.98 6.37 108.0 5.13 4.95 105.3 1.37 1.46

CLR i 40 102.0 1.52 4.11 109.0 1.02 1.97 92.3 0.94 2.64
80 101.0 1.37 0.98 96.2 0.63 3.91 100.0 2.40 1.43

10 91.6 3.63 5.12 108.0 0.42 1.93 96.0 1.54 7.22

O 4T 40 102.0 4.02 5.57 98.2 0.42 1.26 99.9 1.00 1.09
80 95.3 1.44 1.02 102.0 0.02 0.12 99.2 0.18 2.86

10 92.2 0.35 0.50 94.9 0.38 2.82 109.0 1.18 7.39

2 LR 40 109.0 3.61 3.54 95.0 0.92 2.18 101.3 1.70 2.63
80 94.0 0.61 0.44 94.4 0.24 2.64 98.8 0.60 2.35

10 100.0 0.39 3.12 107.0 1.00 2.24 102.0 5.17 4.65

PR 2 1 40 99.4 1.25 1.00 98.9 0.42 1.14 110.0 0.32 1.66
80 102.0 0.75 0.56 101.0 0.37 0.93 98.6 0.44 0.42

10 101.0 0.77 1.24 96.0 1.30 1.98 106.0 0.50 1.22

L()-FLWR 2. T 40 95.8 0.07 1.16 98.2 0.85 2.75 102.0 0.16 1.00
80 94.6 1.23 0.87 100.0 0.14 0.73 97.7 0.81 1.58

10 109.0 0.60 6.37 103.0 0.32 4.39 103.0 2.70 2.97

F LW 40 104.0 4.67 3.48 105.0 0.15 2.96 102.0 0.19 1.54
80 100.9 0.62 0.75 100.0 0.81 3.92 98.2 0.67 3.86

10 102.4 5.88 6.80 94.2 0.27 1.26 100.0 2.17 5.13

O e i 40 100.2 1.19 1.03 98.0 0.28 3.47 107.0 0.04 1.82
80 97.6 0.42 0.46 95.1 0.29 221 100.1 0.50 0.46

10 96.4 2.12 4.39 94.9 0.32 2.35 110.0 2.86 2.05

TR g 40 99.3 6.05 6.59 98.6 0.25 3.92 106.2 0.09 4.34
80 101.0 0.85 0.65 110.0 0.06 3.50 99.8 0.62 1.25

10 93.4 2.38 6.29 90.5 5.35 5.09 107.0 2.03 3.48

%W L 40 102.0 3.79 2.22 95.7 0.25 1.05 104.0 0.42 1.07
80 103.0 1.52 1.25 97.9 6.33 2.08 94.3 0.80 1.29
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M-H-18 M-H-19 M-H-20
[ e/ N 11188357 RSD/% J—— RSD/% I ] i 2%/ RSD/%
(mg/L) N EEE T

H i % HA H i) % HH H i

10 96.1 0.29 2.41 109.0 0.46 0.77 97.7 2.80 4.65

R A X B 40 100.0 0.19 2.82 97.7 0.20 2.00 98.6 0.17 1.97
80 97.1 1.11 0.93 102.0 1.62 1.05 103.0 0.69 1.75

10 99.0 0.36 3.02 90.8 0.29 1.72 97.5 0.41 1.05

T LM 40 91.1 6.44 4.68 88.6 1.74 3.39 102.0 0.70 1.28
80 88.7 1.64 1.17 100.0 0.49 429 98.2 2.63 2.78

10 103.0 5.28 6.11 97.9 1.75 2.12 88.3 3.61 5.29

LK LT 40 93.8 5.74 6.80 89.3 2.07 1.82 104.0 0.52 0.87
80 102.0 2.31 3.59 101.0 0.03 125 95.8 3.00 2.97

2.5 EBREE @M E LB ETR LB 2 F B ) QIR W7 P AR 4R 8K

¥ 3R A4k 1 DLLME 77 M - 3 AN i 824
Py B¢ SR LA T 4R AR ¢ S ON A UK R A T S
BRivg RN 2 , I AT GC-MS 20 M. 45 SRtk o f &
10 FT7 , 6 AN RF R LA HH 6 Fl LR TS 13 Ff 25 BB (7
T4 IR 7 R 2 16 6 o b B IR T R 268D A 6 b H At
ERED . LRI CRAETEREEEN L
s, HBE MG, 2R AR BRI R RS, B Lk
W T R R L ERERAN 3, 3 AN AR 8 R
B R T R G BRI S SR NEOK A S
2 R TG ) TR R AR PR A T Y (2020 4E R 1)) R B
TE 2018 FFW K. TR OHBRL(D-AFE LW O

B RACTT VR o T ST P B T R TR T R
ITE 2019 4 iy, L 2018 £E 71 2020 4F , 1) A 8% i
U R ., B 7 BT v 0 i B B A e, SR L AL
] % T8 TP 2020 4F fi 757, 2018 SR B A, ¢ B N UK A
WA R TRE KGR, HREES T
PG A T R O R R A LA R
FS . HAMEESAL &Y ZARE B Pyl R R
T R — T, 75 T 3T Hh i) 5 R R 2 AE 2018
SR IR 2020 E AR, H ¢ S BRI T 40 A PO 2
WHEREEET AT AW EE, St ANE VKA
B0 AR A H KA R H R AN FLER T IR

R EMEEBEBHEDIEXUESMHONE

Table 9 Determination of ester compounds in real wine samples

T R B /(g /LD

251 TS EREBLED SR
(ng/L) M-H-18  M-H-19 M-H-20 M-B-18 M-B-19 M-B-20
LAY 2 NN 87.43+ 61.08+ 171.53+
Al IR T 363 — _ _
5 K 0.00° 0.00¢ 0.00°
N SEH EFE B 112,66 138936+ 12532+ 63.64+ 80.63+ 149.29+
A2 LT HE 21.1 . . .
F BT 0.01°¢ 0.00° 0.00 0.00°¢ 0.00 0.00°
R BEECER. 13.21+ 28.26+
A3 LR T 0.01 — — — — .
. it ok 0.00 0.00°
TR A
. W AL 724.70+ 739.04+ 718.55+ 183435+ 2715.67+  8633.75+
A4 LW 1.95 ) .
E ok 0.01 0.00° 0.00°¢ 0.05°¢ 0.03 0.15°
) E N N F N 75.23+ 170.14= 885.48+
A5 2% EL g 737 — - - b
T 0.30°¢ 0.00 0.01°
o WA AR R 50.94+ 85.73+ 231.74+ 836.66+  1783.78+
A6 LR LTE 480 ) , - . b ‘
BB I 0.01 0.02° 0.08°¢ 0.67 0.79°
) N WREHER S 36747+ 293.65+ 168.64+  240.60+ 180.48+ 17331+
i e i Bl WL 2.1 10 I ) ) i ) b .
! o AR | B 0.00° 0.00 0.00° 0.01° 0.00 0.00°
CHETR Wi " ;. .
70 B S TR 55 MR AETE AL 277.14+ 22835+ 136.49+  150.20+ 115.22+ 62.04+
H
21 IR FGHT K g 0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 0.00°
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" . EES 4/ \ R /Cug/L)
%5 FE wAM
&Y (pg/L) M-H-18 M-H-19 M-H-20 M-B-18 M-B-19  M-B-20
B3 T 0 SR HFE M. 1259.88+ 1307.64+ 836.62+ 1143.77+ 1315.75+
7.1 oK R 0.01° 0.00* 0.44° 0.01° 0.00°
2-F 5 . )
N I KA B 59.87+ 41.80+ 32.56+
B4 T 11.7 o — — . —
. N2 0.00 0.01° 0.00
s i 4H
i 1% Bs R . E SN N 2N 600.15+ 950.26+ 38.35+ 25.37+
7.1 N [N 0.01° 0.01° 0.00° 0.00°
B6 A T PR 55.71+ 55.87+ 24.79+
N 0.00° 0.00* 0.00°
7 L()-H I AE ST . 38 959.01+ 48 279.70+ 30 689.14+  1459.67+ 1709.76+  537.68+
18 2. 15 VI NI 0.31° 0.60° 0.10° 0.08° 0.03° 0.00°¢
KT - (SN 181 BFER FE. A 1124.61+ 961.23+ 963.30+ 1899.27+ 1382.74+ 2281.70+
2T B 0.11° 0.01% 0.00° 0.18° 0.01°¢ 0.04°
o 733 5 A2 KR 35.39+
7.l kR 0.15
FIR HFEHEH . 101502+ 950.38+ 959.61+ 294439+ 1886.10+ 3 745.93+
g C3 194 b b
- . £l 0.03° 0.01°¢ 0.01 0.04 0.02°¢ 0.12°
" ZEIR SN N 256.44+ 1007.99+  445.12+ 1513.43+
L1 Cc4 6300 — -
N VR A 0.01 0.00° 0.00° 0.09°
AR T KR 195.68+ 170.25+
cs 5900 — — — ) — .
2T P N AN 0.00* 0.02
R 985.50+ 1 785.00+ 85.30+
C6 } 990 ¥R (Huk FH — K ) — —
2T 0.03 0.77° 0.08
b1 T 5 R EHE IR 70.17+ 69.08+ 75.55+ 81.30+ 66.42+ 63.52+
FH g eI 0.00° 0.00" 0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 0.00°
3-F e
R TEFF H i KR 241,73+ 32.69+ 395.06+ 22855+  368.28+
D 20 000 N ) — N ) . b
LSS i 0.02° 0.00 0.00° 0.00°¢ 0.01
2.1
D3 LR 724.89+ 886.72+ 232.67+ 33.10+
H A g 254 T 1 0.21° 0.01° 0.23°¢ 0.01
- T 100 000 A6 WY AE . 34 934.56+  22317.94+ 16 011.11+ 1535220+ 2817.59+  850.03+
g VI NG R ] 0.28° 0.16° 0.05°¢ 0.00*° 0.01° 0.00°
s KW R 0 T ERE AW, B 54.05+ 39.27+
g THE A 0.00° 0.00°
D6 N 122.78+ 186.38+ 124.10+
T B 0.00°¢ 0.00° 0.00°

T« 2 AR R 2 B M 5 R e A ARUE 5 — SRR AR A I B2 W 5 AN RN S B R R b RS R AR 6 ] ) 22 57 3R 35 (P<0.05) .

F10 IFAFEEAHETSEEUGVHNRERE

Table 10 The mass concentrations of various ester compounds in real wine samples

= /Cug/LD
25
M-H-18 M-H-19 M-H-20 M-B-18 M-B-19 M-B-20
TR 888.30° 2214.10° 843.86 ¢ 229239°¢ 3877.39° 11 652.09°
. 1 E s T R 2 T 41523.53° 49751.97* 32301.91°¢ 2858.95° 3263.02° 2113.58°¢
23
op I 1D TR 2 2175.02° 2897.11° 3964.34° 6047.33° 3799.26° 7711.30°
oAt B 2 36 094.13 ° 23514.17° 16282.72°¢ 15828.56° 3145.66° 1281.83°¢

VE AN FVING BR[OS TR AR i Y 22 57 R 35 (P<0. 05) 6
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Wig 55 i N QTR BE AU/ 7y 7 LR A R, T
TR T OBREE R TSR R 4R S
INEET, 3% 55 A K 0 78 S B BE R B E S R A
fBhe TR OB O/ OB ¥ R 4 B8 55 1) A2 4k 2
55 B AR AR SEEOE N [F)AE 0y C R BR BR T 40 A
(K1 BT 7C 45 RAH AL, R W] & RFAE 5 F 4 K.
Sumby <5 WF 7T [#] B 1 4 i 2 EZ IR SR AL S )
E 5 TR IS S0 0 o 88 T2 Pl 5 1 B 200 1 1 9 R TR Y
Mg f kB, EREERATET X TAEF TH
N 2 PRI R HOA A R R S G KR R
i 48 L A AR AE B A IR RS QR LM
PER TR SEA O, H 4R Ol 2-H 2 T R 4
£SO N T A R AR, R
YT 3 A PR KR SRR P, AR 5t
N UK A E AW A R — 2. MAh, Al R
PCV " T 20w I R R A PRI R R L A
£ 2020 £F FR 3 1R 8 B mP R0 20 1 L AE 3 A S A
(¢ B N A7 UK R 1 R 2 R 2 2020 4F B
2019 ik ; HZMR T Ba 4R Ol BEIR L8 77
)RR ST N AR UK A M DR BT T 40
W oA Y X AT BE S SRR A R BRSO T2
ﬁ‘;‘%[ﬂlo

3 8w

% 8 R 2510 A ) DLLME 1) 5% 4 35 4%
fF8:1 200 uL I 43 8077 600 nL — &K H e 25 B
A7 mL I RE IR I 2R L9 iE AR B 1.0 min, 5210
AR F BN A A BT AR AR AR ) A R
FREEUI 1] o 7 ¥ 2 B I 45 R 26 W % 7 i i 2k 1k
R R 5 R e B = .

X 3 AN SR AR ¢ BB LV T 40 R A A ¢ B
N UK A %0 4 B 2R B R 2840 A 4 0 Fil S
FERSHEARAETIMC. B T AW
HH 1 R B IR DT R < TR A LA R SR AL A& ) R R IR
Bomr, CBNE UK B A R TR s R R RE e
17 B TG R R v o B R AR 1 3
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