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Abstract 1 

Here we describe a methodology for the determination of paraquat and diquat using a newly developed 2 

portable photometer equipped with two colors of paired light emitter detector diodes (PEDD). The 3 

colorimetric measurements employed in this work include the redox reactions between 1) dithiothreitol and 4 

diquat to produce the red color characteristic of a diquat radical and 2) between sodium dithionite and either 5 

diquat or paraquat that results in the green and blue colors of diquat and paraquat radicals, respectively. 6 

The addition of sodium dithionite or dithiothreitol in a solid-state provides reproducible absorbance of the 7 

radicals, prevents decomposition of the reagents in a solution, and simplifies handling of the reagents. The 8 

diquat radical produced by dithiothreitol (λmax = 495 nm) was successfully detected by using a pair of blue 9 

LEDs with a maximum emission wavelength at 472 nm while the radicals of paraquat (λmax = 603 nm) and 10 

diquat (λmax = 771 nm) reduced by sodium dithionite were measured by a pair of orange LEDs with a 11 

maximum emission wavelength of 609 nm. The proposed method consists of measuring diquat radicals at 12 

472 nm, estimating the absorbance of diquat radicals at 609 nm, and subtracting the estimated absorbance 13 

of diquat radicals from the total absorbance at 609 nm to determine paraquat radicals. The developed 14 

method yielded examples of excellent linear regression (r2) of more than 0.99 in three calibration curves of 15 

the radicals measured at 472 nm for diquat radicals and measured at 609 nm for both diquat and paraquat 16 

radicals. The intra-day (n = 3) and inter-day (n = 3) precision of three calibration curves were less than or 17 

equal to 5%. By comparison with the standard method of high-performance liquid chromatography, the 18 

reliability of the proposed method was proven via the analysis of paraquat and diquat radicals in a 19 

commercially available herbicide.  20 
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1. Introduction 21 

In 1973, Flaschka et al. first reported the development of a photometric detection device using a 22 

light-emitting diode (LED) as a light source and a phototransistor as a light detector [1]. Since then, studies 23 

on the development of the devices and systems utilizing LEDs as a light source and a detector have 24 

increased due to several advantages of LEDs such as a wide range of emitting wavelengths, long lifetime, 25 

low operation voltage, small size, inexpensiveness, and quick response. Researchers have created LED-26 

based photometric detection devices in several designs and have applied them to a broader range of fields. 27 

For example, Chuntib et al. combined a flow injection system with a red light-emitting diode-light 28 

dependent resistor (LED-LDR) colorimeter for paraquat analysis in water [2]. Lau et al. employed a paired 29 

emitter detector diode (PEDD) using LEDs emitting at 621 nm for measuring the pH levels of buffer 30 

solutions with bromocresol green as an indicator [3]. Reis group developed LED-based photometer using 31 

various path lengths of flow cell to achieve ethanol determination in beverages [4]. 32 

Multi-color detection is one of the challenges of using LEDs in photometric detectors for 33 

absorbance measurement in the determination of multiple analytes. For several decades, scientists have 34 

reported the use of LEDs in detection. For instance, Catarino et al. fabricated a photometric system equipped 35 

with an LED array with six different emission wavelengths as light emitters and photodiodes as light sensors 36 

to quantify hemozoin in blood samples [5]. Sorouraddin et al. used a red-blue-green LED as a light source 37 

and LDR as a light sensor to analyze a five-color mixture of food dyes [6]. Some photometric detection 38 

devices required a flow system to accomplish simultaneous determination, in which the devices would need 39 

a plug-in power supply for the flow system [7]. Furthermore, the detection system had to employ three 40 

power supplies for the light source LEDs, photodetectors, and amplifier. Conversely, LED as the light 41 

detector simplifies the device since no power supply is necessary to generate photovoltaic output. To our 42 

best knowledge, there has been no report of a miniaturized PEDD photometric detector that permits multi-43 

color measurements without the flow system and plug-in power supplies for light detectors to achieve a 44 

fully portable device with low power consumption.  45 

Diquat and paraquat are well-known herbicides that are frequently employed in agricultural fields. 46 

Diquat has less toxicity while paraquat leads to serious problems for human health because it accumulates 47 

in the lung tissues of mammalians [8, 9]. Because of the similarity in their chemical structures [10], diquat 48 

interferes with paraquat analysis, which we encountered in previous work [11]. Therefore, a 49 

spectrophotometer equipped with a scanning mode or a photometer with a multi-color detection mode is 50 

required to achieve simultaneous determinations of these chemicals [12]. On the other hand, separation 51 

techniques such as high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) [13], gas chromatography (GC) [14], 52 

and capillary electrophoresis (CE) [15] have also been employed for simultaneous analysis. Nevertheless, 53 
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some of the disadvantages are unavoidable, and these include the high cost of a lamp or a column, 54 

complicated operations, and the large sizes of instruments, which prohibit use in poorly equipped 55 

laboratories and in the field.  56 

The determination between paraquat and diquat is a challenge that is an important issue because 57 

these compounds are extensively used as herbicides in agricultural countries. Paraquat is more popular than 58 

diquat but they are often mixed to prevent a fatal poisoning from a concentrated paraquat solution [10]. The 59 

Japanese association of rural medicine began promoting the co-formulation of these chemicals in 1985 in 60 

order to prevent intentional uses such as self-annihilation/murder or accidental exposure during agricultural 61 

activity [16]. Surveys to determine the rates of death from these herbicides have established that most of 62 

the cases occur in rural areas of Japan [16] where there is less facility of scientific instruments for 63 

monitoring contamination from herbicides. Therefore, a simple, inexpensive, and portable device that could 64 

analyze both of these dangerous quaternary ammonium compounds is required in both advanced and 65 

developing countries. 66 

In this work, we demonstrated the miniaturization of a photometer using two pairs of LEDs as light 67 

emitters and light sensors for two-color measurements. The system is operated by rechargeable batteries, 68 

which are enclosed in a small box. The proposed photometer gave promising results when using two 69 

reducing reagents for the colorimetric reactions of paraquat and diquat. Diquat was reduced by dithiothreitol 70 

to produce a red-colored radical that was selectively measured at 472 nm without the interference of 71 

paraquat. Conversely, sodium dithionite reduced both paraquat and diquat to produce blue and green 72 

radicals that were measured at 609 nm. Therefore, paraquat was measured by subtracting the absorbance of 73 

diquat from the total absorbance at 609 nm. Good analytical characteristics in terms of linearity, 74 

reproducibility, and sensitivity were obtained using the developed two-color photometer. Finally, our 75 

methodology was validated by the determinations of paraquat and diquat in a commercially available 76 

herbicide, which agreed with the results of high-performance liquid chromatography. 77 

 78 

2. Materials and methods  79 

2.1 PEDD dual detection system setup and instrumentation 80 

The portable system equipped with two-color paired light emitter detector diodes (PEDD) is 81 

displayed in Figure 1. A homemade aluminum cell holder was designed and fabricated with four windows 82 

that featured two pairs of LEDs placed perpendicular to one another. Blue LEDs (472 nm) and orange LEDs 83 

(609 nm) with 5 mm diameters were acquired from Elpa Asahi Electric Co., Ltd. (Osaka, Japan) and 84 

DiCUNO JP Direct (Tokyo, Japan), respectively. Each pair of LEDs faced one another to play the roles of 85 

a light source and detector. Plastic lenses (SODIAL lenses, 2.2×1.4 cm, 95% transmittance) were attached 86 

to each window in order to focus light at the center of the sample cuvette. The system requires six Li-Po 87 



5 
 

rechargeable dry cell batteries (~9 V, 800 mAh, Keenstone Ltd., CA, USA); two batteries were connected 88 

with voltage regulators (Drok, Hong Kong) to maintain a constant output voltage for the LED lights. Four 89 

batteries power two amplification units to enhance output signals from the LED light detectors. The circuit 90 

of the amplification unit was reported in our previous publication [17]. A multimeter in DC voltage mode 91 

(TDE-14, Trusco Nakayama Co., Tokyo, Japan) served as a signal readout device to measure the 92 

photovoltaic power produced by the LED light detectors. The entire system was placed in an aluminum box 93 

(18×20×9 cm), which made it suitable for portability and on-site applications. The developed device fulfills 94 

the ASSURES criteria (Affordable, Sensitive, Specific, User-friendly, Rapid and robust, Equipment-free, 95 

and Deliverable to end-users) that are suggested by the World Health Organization (WHO) [18], 96 

particularly in terms of deliverability to end-users and affordability with a total fabrication price of 97 

approximately 10,000 JPY, which corresponds to roughly 85 USD. The absorption spectra of paraquat and 98 

diquat radicals were measured via a UV-Vis spectrophotometer (UV-2400PC, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) to 99 

confirm their absorption maxima. 100 

 101 

2.2 Chemicals and reagents 102 

Chemicals and reagents that were either of analytical grade or certified reference materials were 103 

utilized in this work. Paraquat, diquat, sodium dithionite (SDT), and dithiothreitol (DTT) were obtained 104 

from Sigma-Aldrich (MO, USA). Sodium hydroxide (NaOH) was purchased from Waka Pure Chemical 105 

Industries (Osaka, Japan). Purified water was supplied by a Milipore Direct-Q system (Milipore Co. Ltd., 106 

Molsheim, France). Commercial herbicide was obtained from a local market. 107 

Appropriate amounts of paraquat and diquat were weighed and dissolved in 25 mL of water to 108 

reach a stock concentration at 500.0 mg L-1. The solutions were kept at 4 °C until use. A stock solution of 109 

NaOH was prepared at 5.0 mol L-1 in water. A stock solution of DTT (0.2 mol L-1) was freshly prepared by 110 

dissolving DTT in water.  111 

 112 

2.3 Validation  113 

Analytical features of the developed PEDD-based photometer including dynamic range, limits of 114 

detection (LOD) and quantification (LOQ), accuracy, and intra- and inter-day precision were studied under 115 

selected conditions. Working solutions of paraquat and diquat were prepared in 100 mmol L-1 NaOH (pH 116 

13). Paraquat was prepared at 2.0, 5.0, 10.0, 20.0 and 40.0 mg L-1 and diquat was diluted to 5.0, 20.0, 40.0, 117 

80.0, and 100.0 mg L-1. The calibration curves of paraquat and diquat radicals using the orange LED (λmax 118 

= 609 nm) were constructed by adding SDT powder into each solution. The calibration curve of diquat 119 

using the blue LED (λmax = 472 nm) was constructed by adding DTT powder as a reducing agent. The 120 
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calibration curves were obtained from the linear fitting between the concentration of the analyte (x-axis) 121 

and the absorbance (y-axis), which was calculated by 𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎 =  −𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 𝐼𝐼
𝐼𝐼0

  , where I is the potential (V) 122 

when the cuvette contains an analyte solution and I0 is the potential (V) when the cuvette contains water. 123 

The LOD and LOQ are assigned by 3.3 𝑆𝑆𝑦𝑦/𝑥𝑥 
𝑚𝑚

�1 + ℎ0 + 1
𝑁𝑁

 and 10 𝑆𝑆𝑦𝑦/𝑥𝑥 
𝑚𝑚

�1 + ℎ0 + 1
𝑁𝑁

  , where Sy/x is the 124 

residual standard deviation, m is the slope of the univariate calibration graph, h0 is the leverage for a blank 125 

sample, and N is the number of the samples employed for constructing the calibration curve, as reported by 126 

Olivieri [18]. The relative standard deviations (%RSD) of the slopes in the calibration curves obtained from 127 

the same day (n = 3) and on different days (n = 3) were used to report intra- and inter-day precision, 128 

respectively. Accuracy of the developed system was defined in terms of percentage recovery (%Recovery), 129 

which was calculated using the following equation: %Recovery = 𝐶𝐶2− 𝐶𝐶1
𝐶𝐶0

 × 100%,  where C0 is the 130 

concentration of the spiked standard (10 mg L-1 of each analyte), C1 is the concentration of the analyte 131 

found in a non-spiked sample, and C2 is the concentration of the analyte found in a spiked sample.  132 

 133 

2.4 Determination of paraquat and diquat in a herbicide sample 134 

To prove the applicability of our system for the discriminable measurements of paraquat and diquat, 135 

a commercial herbicide containing both paraquat and diquat was purchased from a local market and 136 

employed as a practical sample. The herbicide solution was diluted 500 times by water and then passed 137 

through a C18 Cartridge (Thermo Scientific™ HyperSep ™) to remove a blue dye contained in the sample. 138 

For analysis, the solution was diluted 10 times with 100 mmol L-1 NaOH before adding the reducing agent 139 

(SDT or DTT). Therefore, the total dilution factor of the sample was 5,000-fold.  140 

 High-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) with UV-Vis detection (EXTREMA, JASCO 141 

Corporation, Tokyo, Japan) was employed as a standard method to verify the concentrations of paraquat 142 

and diquat in the commercial herbicide that were determined by our device. Mixtures of paraquat and diquat 143 

were injected into the sample loop (20 µL) and introduced into a reversed-phase column (InertsilTM, ODS-144 

2.5 µm, 4.6×150 mm, GL Sciences, Tokyo, Japan) by a mobile phase consisting of 200 mmol L-1 phosphoric 145 

acid, 0.1 mol L-1 dimethylamine, 12 mmol L-1 sodium 1-heptanesulfonate, and 20% MeOH, as reported by 146 

Hara et al. [11]. The separation was performed via the isocratic mode at room temperature with a flow rate 147 

of 0.5 mL min-1 and a detection wavelength of 290 nm.  148 

 149 

3. Results and discussion 150 

3.1 Fabrication of the portable dual PEDD system  151 
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The PEDD system consisted of two voltage regulators for LED light sources, a homemade 152 

aluminum plate holder equipped with four windows and lenses, and two amplification units. Two LEDs 153 

with the same emission wavelength were placed facing each other as illustrated in Figure 1. Six 154 

rechargeable batteries (~9 V) operated the entire system, because the LEDs and amplification units require 155 

only small operation voltages. The device is completely portable with all compartments housed in an 156 

aluminum box (size 18.0×19.8 cm) without a need for the external power supplies that are generally 157 

required for conventional instruments. It should be noted that rechargeable batteries are more apt to provide 158 

reproducible results than non-chargeable batteries because of their stable output, as mentioned in our prior 159 

publication [17]. 160 

The selection of the proper LEDs for the determinations of paraquat and diquat was accomplished 161 

by matching the emission maxima of LEDs with the absorption bands of paraquat and diquat radicals. A 162 

paraquat radical has a maximum wavelength at 603 nm, which meant that the 609 nm maximum emission 163 

wavelength of an orange LED was suitable for paraquat analysis. The absorption maximum of a diquat 164 

radical is 495 nm when using DTT as a reducing agent so that a blue LED with a maximum emission 165 

wavelength of 472 nm was chosen for diquat analysis. The operating voltages for both of these LEDs were 166 

selected based on the characteristics (dynamic range, sensitivity, and r2) of the calibration curves for 167 

paraquat and diquat. Applied voltages of 2.50 V and 2.45 V were suitable when using orange and blue 168 

LEDs for paraquat and diquat analyses, respectively, because of wider linear ranges, better sensitivities, 169 

and good correlation coefficients (r2 > 0.99). Study of the applied voltage for paraquat analysis was reported 170 

in our previous study [11] whereas the results for diquat analysis are shown in Table S1 (Supplementary 171 

1). 172 

 173 

3.2 Study of reaction conditions  174 

In this research, the reaction for diquat analysis was investigated in detail while that for paraquat 175 

analysis were reported in our previous paper [11]. Briefly, paraquat analysis was achieved by using SDT 176 

powder to reduce paraquat to its radical under alkaline conditions of 100 mmol L-1 NaOH (pH 13). For the 177 

quantitative analysis of diquat, another redox reaction was employed to produce colored diquat radicals. 178 

The selection of reducing agents, the NaOH concentration, the molar ratio of the reducing reagent, and the 179 

effect of the state of DTT on the production of a diquat radical was investigated in the preliminary study.  180 

First, we examined three reducing agents mentioned in the literature: 2-mercaptoethanol (2-ME), 181 

L-cysteine (L-Cys), and dithiothreitol (DTT) [20]. We found that at a pH of 13, the 2-ME successfully 182 

reduced diquat to its radical, but 25 min was required to complete the reaction. Conversely, L-Cys was 183 

dissolved in 1.0 mol L-1 HCl, and this prevented its decomposition. However, L-Cys was inappropriate for 184 

the dual analysis of paraquat and diquat because the strong acidic conditions affected the stability of the 185 
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paraquat radical, which was apparent by the decrease in absorbance. Even when using L-Cys hydrochloride 186 

monohydrate, the stability of the paraquat radical was decreased, although it was soluble in water. 187 

Consequently, DTT was the most suitable as a reducing reagent, because paraquat had no influence on the 188 

diquat analysis.  189 

 Second, 10 mg L-1 (~ 0.03 mmol L-1) of diquat solution was reacted with 3 mmol L-1 DTT in various 190 

concentrations of NaOH: 50, 100, 200, and 300 mmol L-1. The reaction time was decreased from 30 min to 191 

15 min when the concentration of NaOH was changed from 50 mmol L-1 to 100 mmol L-1. However, the 192 

absorbance of the diquat radical decayed at concentrations of 200 and 300 mmol L-1. Therefore, 100 mmol 193 

L-1 NaOH was chosen as best for diquat analysis. It was also advantageous that both reactions of STD and 194 

DTT worked under the same alkaline conditions as that of paraquat with STD because this simplified the 195 

adjustment of the pH for the analysis reactions of paraquat and diquat. 196 

 Third, a 10 mg L-1 (~ 0.03 mmol L-1) solution of diquat was reacted with four different 197 

concentrations of DTT in 100 mmol L-1 NaOH. The DTT concentrations were 3, 9, 15, and 30 mmol L-1, 198 

which were 100, 300, 500, and 1,000-fold the concentration of diquat. Figure 2 shows how higher ratios 199 

reduced the analysis time and enhanced the absorbance of a diquat radical—with the exception of the 1,000-200 

fold concentration where the absorbance was decreased. This decrease could have been the result of a 201 

decomposition of the diquat radical via further reduction that resulted in a colorless solution. This 202 

hypothesis was based on the mechanism that decreased the size of the paraquat radical in the presence of a 203 

high concentration of reductant, as mentioned by Minakata et al. [21]. 204 

Finally, we attempted the use of DTT powder to analyze diquat radicals in a manner similar to 205 

using STD powder in paraquat analysis. One spoon of DTT powder was estimated to be ~5±2 mg (n = 8), 206 

which corresponds to a ratio of approximately 550±200-fold that of diquat. No difference was observed in 207 

the absorbance of diquat radicals (%RSD < 5%) by comparison with the results obtained when a DTT 208 

solution was added. Hence, we concluded that it is unnecessary to establish the exact amount of DTT in 209 

order to obtain a reproducible absorbance of a diquat radical when the ratio is maintained within a range of 210 

from 350 to 750-fold. Therefore, we employed the DTT in its solid state, because the solid state of DTT is 211 

more stable than a solution with a lifetime of several hours [22], and there is no need to dilute the sample 212 

solutions. 213 

 214 

3.3 Dual analysis of paraquat and diquat  215 

As demonstrated in our previous paper, the reaction of diquat with STD is similar to that of 216 

paraquat, and this similarity causes diquat to be an interfering agent. Therefore, a method is needed that 217 

will allow for the discrimination of paraquat from diquat without separation. We examined two different 218 

ways to determine paraquat and diquat concentrations using a two-color photometer that was developed in 219 
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this work: 1) using simultaneous equations; and, 2) using three independent equations, as shown in Table 220 

1.  221 

Simultaneous equations were obtained by combining two linear equations for paraquat and diquat 222 

for two detection wavelengths (blue LED = 472 nm and orange LED = 609 nm) using a reaction with SDT 223 

wherein paraquat and diquat were assumed to not interfere with the absorbance of the other. The results 224 

obtained by solving the simultaneous equations are displayed in Table S2 (Supplementary 2). Table S2 225 

shows that higher concentrations of diquat provide larger positive errors for paraquat concentrations. A 226 

weak transmittance of light was obtained under higher concentrations, and this led to inaccurate results, 227 

which is a limitation of this system. Therefore, the simultaneous equations could not independently 228 

determine paraquat and diquat in a mixture when using the developed photometer. It should be noted that 229 

the simultaneous equations worked well when using a conventional spectrophotometer, which indicates 230 

that the reaction with SDT could be used for the simultaneous equation method. 231 

To achieve a determination of paraquat and diquat in a mixture, we developed a method using three 232 

separate equations to eliminate the interference of a diquat radical in the reaction with SDT. The equations 233 

are linear equations of 1) diquat at 472 nm to obtain the diquat concentration, 2) diquat at 609 nm to convert 234 

the diquat concentration to absorbance at 609 nm, and 3) paraquat at 609 nm to obtain the paraquat 235 

concentration after subtracting the calculated absorbance of diquat at 609 nm from the total absorbance of 236 

the mixture. With this method, the reaction of diquat with DTT required 10 minutes in order to obtain stable 237 

absorbance whereas the reactions of paraquat and diquat with SDT were completed immediately. Table S3 238 

(Supplementary 2) shows the calculated concentrations of both paraquat and diquat using the proposed 239 

method. Paraquat showed no influence on the reaction of diquat with DTT so that diquat could be 240 

determined selectively without the interference of paraquat (see Supplementary 3 for more information on 241 

the effect of paraquat on diquat analysis when using DTT as a reducing agent). The calculated 242 

concentrations agreed well with the prepared concentrations of the mixtures, so there was no error when 243 

the absorbance contributed by diquat was subtracted from the absorbance of the mixture at 609 nm. Namely, 244 

we confirmed that the method using three equations accurately determined the concentrations of paraquat 245 

and diquat. Therefore, the analytical characteristics for the detection of diquat reduced by DTT at 472 nm, 246 

as well as for diquat reduced by SDT at 609 nm, and paraquat reduced by SDT at 609 nm were studied 247 

using the developed two-color photometer.  248 

 249 

3.4 Analytical characteristics  250 

 The performance of our developed photometer was evaluated in terms of linearity, LOD, LOQ, and 251 

precision (intra- and inter-day), as shown in Table 2. The calculations of the LOD and LOQ followed the 252 

recommendations of the International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC) [19]. Although the 253 
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formula for the estimation of LOD and LOQ involves a residual standard deviation (Sy/x), it was zero in the 254 

measurements of diquat using SDT in this study. Therefore, we estimated the LOD and LOQ values as the 255 

lowest concentrations that gave a discriminable signal when using our device. Moreover, the linearities of 256 

the calibration curves were proven not only by using the correlation coefficients (r2) but also by comparing 257 

the experimental F values with the tabulated critical F value, which also is a recommendation of the IUPAC. 258 

The calculation confirmed that our calibration curves have linearity because the experimental F values (see 259 

in Table 2) were lower than the tabulated F value (Ftubulated = 3.71) at a 95% confidence level. However, the 260 

Experimental F value for the calibration graph of diquat with SDT could not be calculated because the 261 

standard deviation was zero. 262 

 263 

3.5 Herbicide sample analysis 264 

The reliability of our developed methodology was confirmed by the determination of paraquat and 265 

diquat in a commercial herbicide. As mentioned in Section 2.5, the herbicide was passed through a C-18 266 

column to remove a blue dye in the solution prior to the reactions. The analytical results proved that the 267 

developed method was appropriate for use in actual sample analyses since the concentrations of paraquat 268 

((1.2±0.0)×105 mg L-1) and diquat ((1.5±0.0))×105 mg L-1) were in good agreement with analysis using the 269 

HPLC method: paraquat ((1.2±0.0)×105 mg L-1) and diquat ((1.5±0.0)×105 mg L-1). In addition, when 10 270 

mg L-1 of each analyte was spiked into the samples to assess accuracy, the portable photometer provided 271 

99.43±4.91% for paraquat and 86.89±2.38% for diquat, which confirms the practical applicability to actual 272 

sample analysis.  273 

   274 

4. Conclusions 275 

We accomplished the development of a portable two-color photometer that uses LEDs. Two 276 

PEDDs for measuring the absorbance at 472 nm and 609 nm were configured perpendicularly in a cuvette 277 

holder. The developed device is completely portable since it requires only small rechargeable batteries for 278 

operation. The dual detection system was applied to the determinations of paraquat and diquat without 279 

cross-talk between two PEDDs. When DTT was employed as a reducing reagent, diquat produced a colored 280 

radical that was detected at 472 nm without interference from paraquat. Conversely, reduction with SDT 281 

produced diquat and paraquat radicals that were detected at 609 nm. Therefore, the concentration of 282 

paraquat was determined by subtracting the absorbance of diquat from the total absorbance at 609 nm. This 283 

methodology permitted accurate analyses of paraquat and diquat by eliminating the interference of diquat 284 

from paraquat analysis that we encountered in our previous work [11]. The developed method was validated 285 

by investigating the concentrations of paraquat and diquat contained in a commercial herbicide and 286 
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comparing the results with those measured via HPLC as a standard method and by the determination of % 287 

recovery.  288 

 289 

5. Acknowledgements  290 

This research was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP19H04675 and JP20H02766. 291 

SS was financially supported by a Japanese government scholarship (Monbukagakusho: MEXT).  The 292 

authors are grateful for the excellent fabrication of the holder for the photometer from Mr. Motonari 293 

Kobayashi (The Division of Instrumental Analysis, Department of Instrumental Analysis & Cryogenics, 294 

Advanced Science Research Center, Okayama University). We are thankful to Mr. Sahapong Somwong for 295 

his kind suggestions concerning the electronic device and circuitry.  296 

 297 

References  298 

[1] H. Flaschka, C. McKeithan, R. Barnes, Light emitting diodes and phototransistors in photometric 299 

modules, Anal. Lett., 6 (1973) 585-594. 300 

[2] P. Chuntib, J. Jakmunee, Simple flow injection colorimetric system for determination of paraquat in 301 

natural water, Talanta, 144 (2015) 432-438. 302 

[3] K.T. Lau, R. Shepherd, D. Diamond, D. Diamond, Solid state pH sensor based on light emitting diodes 303 

(LED) as detector platform, Sensors (Basel), 6 (2006) 848-859. 304 

[4] D.S. Silva, B.F. Reis, Evaluation of the schlieren effect employing a LED-based photometer with a 305 

long-pathlength flow cell for reagentless photometric determination of ethanol in distilled ethanolic 306 

beverages, Microchemical Journal, 129 (2016) 325-331. 307 

[5] S.O. Catarino, P. Félix, P.J. Sousa, V. Pinto, M.I. Veiga, G. Minas, portable device for optical 308 

quantification of hemozoin in diluted blood samples, IEEE. Trans. Biomed. Eng., 67 (2020) 365-371. 309 

[6] M.-H. Sorouraddin, A. Rostami, M. Saadati, A simple and portable multi-colour light emitting diode 310 

based photocolourimeter for the analysis of mixtures of five common food dyes, Food Chem., 127 (2011) 311 

308-313. 312 

[7] T.R. Dias, M.A.S. Brasil, M.A. Feres, B.F. Reis, A flow cell with a new design to improve the utilization 313 

of the radiation emitted by LED and employed as a radiation source for photometric detection, Sensors and 314 

Actuators B: Chemical, 198 (2014) 448-454.  315 

[8] M.S. Rose, L.L. Smith, I. Wyatt, Evidence for energy-dependent accumulation of paraquat into rat lung, 316 

Nature, 252 (1974) 314-315. 317 

[9] M.S. Rose, E.A. Lock, L.L. Smith, I. Wyatt, Paraquat accumulation: Tissue and species specificity, 318 

Biochem. Pharmacol., 25 (1976) 419-423. 319 



12 
 

[10] M. Eddleston, Paraquat and Diquat, in: J. Brent, K. Burkhart, P. Dargan, B. Hatten, B. Megarbane, R. 320 

Palmer, J. White (Eds.) Critical care toxicology: Diagnosis and management of the critically poisoned 321 

patient, Springer Sci. Rev., Cham, 2017, pp. 1855-1874. 322 

[11] S. Seetasang, T. Kaneta, On-site analysis of paraquat using a completely portable photometric detector 323 

operated with small, rechargeable batteries, Anal. Chim. Acta, 1135 (2020) 99-106. 324 

[12] T. Matsuoka, J. Okuda, Extraction and quantitation of paraquat and diquat from blood, Forensic Sci. 325 

Int., 62 (1993) 179-186. 326 

[13] S. Hara, N. Sasaki, D. Takase, S. Shiotsuka, K. Ogata, K. Futagami, K. Tamura, Rapid and Sensitive 327 

HPLC Method for the simultaneous determination of paraquat and diquat in human serum, Anal. Sci., 23 328 

(2007) 523-526. 329 

[14] S.U. Khan, Determination of diquat and paraquat residues in soil by gas chromatography, J. Agric. 330 

Food Chem., 22 (1974) 863-867. 331 

[15] D. Kaniansky, F. Ivanyi, F.I. Onuska, Online isotachophoretic sample pretreatment in ultratrace 332 

determination of paraquat and diquat in water by capillary zone electrophoresis, Anal. Chem., 66 (1994) 333 

1817-1824. 334 

[16] T. Ito, Y. Nakamura, Deaths from pesticide poisoning in Japan, 1968-2005: Data from vital statistics, 335 

J. Rural Med, 3 (2008) 5-9. 336 

[17] S. Seetasang, T. Kaneta, Development of a miniaturized photometer with paired emitter-detector light-337 

emitting diodes for investigating thiocyanate levels in the saliva of smokers and non-smokers, Talanta, 204 338 

(2019) 586-591. 339 

[18] C.S. Kosack, A.-L. Page, P.R. Klatser, A guide to aid the selection of diagnostic tests, Bull. World 340 

Health Organ., 95 (2017) 639-645. 341 

[19] A.C. Olivieri, Practical guidelines for reporting results in single- and multi-component analytical 342 

calibration: A tutorial, Anal. Chim. Acta, 868 (2015) 10-22. 343 

[20] K. Minakata, O. Suzuki, M. Asano, A new colorimetric determination of diquat produced with several 344 

moderate reductants, Forensic Sci. Int., 42 (1989) 231-237. 345 

[21] K. Minakata, O. Suzuki, M. Asano, Rapid quantitative analysis of paraquat by electron spin resonance 346 

spectroscopy, Forensic Sci. Int., 37 (1988) 215-222. 347 

[22] R. Stevens, L. Stevens, N.C. Price, The stabilities of various thiol compounds used in protein 348 

purifications, Biochem. Educ., 11 (1983) 70-70. 349 

  350 



13 
 

Table 1 The equations used to calculate paraquat and diquat concentrations 351 

Methods of calculation Equations 

Simultaneous equations A472 = 0.0006CDQ + 0.0002CPQ - 0.0063 

A609 = 0.0001CDQ + 0.0025CPQ - 0.0014 

Three separated equations 

 

 

A472 = 0.0018CDQ - 0.0034 

A609 = 0.0001CDQ + 0.0003 

A609 = 0.002CPQ - 0.0014 

Remark: A = absorbance, CPQ = concentration of paraquat in mg L-1, CDQ = concentration of diquat in mg 352 

L-1, working range for simultaneous equations; 10 mg L-1 ≤ CDQ at 472 nm  ≤ 100 mg L-1, 20 mg L-1 ≤ CPQ at 472 353 

nm ≤ 40 mg L-1, 20 mg L-1 ≤ CDQ at 609 nm  ≤ 100 mg L-1, 2 mg L-1 ≤ CPQ at 609 nm ≤ 40 mg L-1, and working range 354 

for three separated equations; 2.5 mg L-1 ≤ CDQ at 472 nm ≤ 40 mg L-1, 20 mg L-1 ≤ CDQ at 609 nm  ≤ 100 mg L-1, 2 355 

mg L-1 ≤ CPQ at 609 nm  ≤ 40 mg L-1.  356 

 357 

 358 

 359 

Table 2 Analytical characteristics obtained using the developed device  360 

Analytical 
parameters 

diquat, DTT 
(blue LED) 

diquat, SDT 
(orange LED) 

paraquat, SDT 
(orange LED) 

LOD 0.80 mg L-1 < 5 mg L-1 0.56 mg L-1 

LOQ 2.44 p mg L-1 < 17 mg L-1 1.70 mg L-1 

Working range 2.5-40 mg L-1 20-100 mg L-1 2-40 mg L-1 

Linear equation, r2 
A = 0.0025C – 0.0026, 

0.9983 
A = 0.0001C + 0.0003, 

0.9978 
A = 0.002C – 0.0014, 

0.9975 

Experiment F value 1.59 - 0.14 

Intra-day precision 1.13 %RSD 3.87 %RSD 1.87 %RSD 

Inter-day precision 3.48 %RSD 4.66 %RSD 5.19 %RSD 

Remark: A = absorbance and C = analyte concentration in mg L-1 361 

  362 
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List of figure captions 363 

 364 

Figure 1 Three-dimensional drawing of the developed portable two-color photometer with paired light 365 

emitter detector diodes for dual analysis of paraquat and diquat. 366 

 367 

Figure 2 Absorbance of a diquat radical using different mole ratios between diquat and dithiothreitol. The 368 

absorbance of the diquat radical was measured at 495 nm.  369 
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Figure 2 379 


