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Abstract

Based on the analysis and comparison of the existing methods, four feasible methods for the de-
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termination of active components and harmful impurities in alcohol-containing disinfectants were
proposed. The linear correlation coefficient of the standard curves of the proposed method ranged
from 0.9972 to 1.0000; the detection limit ranged from 0.02 to 2.22 (V/V)%; the quantitation limit
ranged from 0.05 to 7.39 (V/V)%; and the precision of the peak area or correction factor ranged
from 0.1 to 3.8%. The recovery rate of standard addition is between 95.7% and 101.7%, and the
corresponding suggestions are given for the actual testing process. The results show that the four
methods proposed can be used for the determination of active components and harmful impuri-
ties in alcohol-containing disinfectants, and the accuracy of the internal standard method is better
than that of the external standard method. It is suggested that the internal standard method
should be added to the standard as an arbitration method.
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1. 51§

H COVID-19 Rl RIS 25 il R BE B A LR, BERVH 355507 bt TBRIBGE 3, =24 dE, WAL
KAFR R, R E AN % RS P45 TAR A 7 OB R[] o T3 B0 2 i TR S
oA IR SR 5 AR 73 B0 SRC IR HAR AT RO B DA OG - DR 156 00 1 5% 23 3 171 A AR 1A S A4
X ST 25707 ik R RO o) A T IR RLE 2] [3].

B AN R SRR R, TS0 T % N BT AR I R 3 I, 30 237007 iy RaBE S AT AT
T ZAEERIE, BT, BR TSR TTRESSH RS, H T O 2R LREAIE () N R 2 A
HEF ETHE4] FUIRIN S, B TSRS RSN, BRI T Gl T R R A G U T
TESM R, XM 2N SR EE RS A, BRIk, AR e
TRy, TR R B R, M, YEARE, 1 HAMHEREPA SR A6 A
FERNESERE R, AR ERE I B E YR T IS BT N 3 5. AR TR I 88 175 30 18] 2K 2 i F
ST BRI i TPOAE G A7 AE 7 TR R 55 AN [S]55 IR, DR R 3 B0 ¥ 25 35 B AN A T RE 5 A TR AE 1 i
oA e a W 2 DU E Db 257 Wi [6] 5%, B 1S 22 AR A 3 5%

VLR CA HIFRHE TV 2 B OGE F T 575 WS IR T R, 6 TRt BR 5 i B LLA M B R AN R C R 6
THRE SRR R i 08 O E I, A B RRAE A 3R D7 AR R R AR AR, b B U
AV RS, AT R AR EE ) T B R i, T 3 SRR 38 U AR T R 3T, &
A SCHRL7] [8THHLE 1 IH BRI QRS R MNE Tr ik, S ORI BRI TSR ML AT I E, th T
HFeAE H AR ORI I B QAR R A TR, B 2651 A0 UM Gl el 22 R B4R AEEA T, O
FEAEEIF TSRS S BIRT s i OGE T pRadill s A CRERUKETER9]. R TR R A
TR S Sl O A ME[10], R BE R N T AR B AR T, SR VERERT 3 0T A
AT ERIETT . HANEA T T 2 i R i E B R 350 h QR S, AR B
BCATEE, (HIZIAAE A B TR BT B TR T B B R P, R A e A A (1]

DA BT DUAR I S 10 T I ST 200 T 0 RO 2 BRI BEAFAE PR 28 AR I [ I BEAT R 00 52
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MIEZNE . AU AR L — BRI 45 AR AR 7 VR A R AR EAE dh 25 S R AR I T ik, DAY
AL R T RSV R0 IR ARES 5 S MRl AR 3R A8 BEoR . N (0 RS T R AR e Al ) SR A%
& AN TR E SN B R B NS RO

2. MRER=E
2.1, RFFLES

FIE(99.9%, L#EEmMARAT); LEE(99.5%, WAL H REARAF); IERE(99%, LMk
HRAT); FAEE99.5%, FEETHARAR); 1ETEEE99.7%, BIH TRAERAR); 1,2-H 8
(299.7%, B TRFNARAT): 1,3-5 FE(>99.7%, By TRFIARAF): H=F(>99.7%, b+ TR
FIAWRAT): TAKOREG AL AR, 2RI A R A R): BaKMIilli-Q, HIFHZ 182MQ-cm, %
Millipore A ).

Ji%r 2 —HFRF(EE 0.1 mg, Hiit: Mettler Toledo A #); #EIR2I2%(MS3 basic, 7 E IKA /A #]);
R PE A (KMDOS,  EilgRHEE R AR]): 2 DRefEE R HWY-10 i & & H i A R A
") BUF I U(DMA 4501, B AntonPaar 23 7); iS50 FT-IR d HLIH-A5 21 4 4% (15~27,000 cm
Z R AT 0.09 cm™t, [E ThermoScientific A &) Agilent A R4, Fit KM B T LA 25 (FID)
(7890A, %[ Agilent A#]), At HP-INNOWAX i (HP-INNOWAX 30 m x 0.320 mm x 0.5 pm.
HP-INNOWAX 60 m x 0.320 mm x 0.5 pum) 2 T 2% it £ 45 (PETuboMatrix 40 Trap, 3% [ Perkin Elmer A #]);
WA N A (T, >99.999%).

2.2. MAFH

221 SHEGEEG

B3 HP-INNOWAX 60 m x 0.320 mm x 0.5 um, #SAEAIE, HARFHEERE 1 mL/min, 3k
FEITRE 230°C, FEMGERER 0.2 uL, 20tk 30:1, FEFTHEVIAME 40°CIREF 7 min, LLEE> 8 60°CTH
T4 220°C H-A#HFF 10 min, #I2% 230°C, %< 30 mL/min, &< 30 mL/min, Z<Jii# 300 mL/min. Jt
B &S DL 40°CHIIRJE 21T 5 min Ja k& T — iR,
2.2.2. TR AR &M

T R dtfL R 90°C, A P11 8] 30 min, #EFEEHIREE 95°C, HUFEAAFR 1.0 mL, JAnHF(E] 2 min,
HEREIFA] 0.05 min, #K4EFIFTE] 0.2 min, HEREIE J7 45 psic AEHMZRIEE 150°C, HERE IR 230°C, it
10:1, HpmikkiziE 221,

2.2.3. BEMCEMR &4

B E AL SAHERKAR € 5, W HT5 R B ARE SN OV E NS A, FRR R RN RE S S
I\, FRRESh RS 20°CHY v BLEE R ECE A, B 3 WKAa e M SR AT ih R 30 &, T & dh T St
R RS = .
2.3. BELEHMLREESHE
23.1. FSLERMEFEHLEH O

WA IE SR AR & BT 1, ATRERIBEN S NERE S P, FAE. O, fF7T

BE. IEARE. 5 TRE. IETREM BRI URVA I, TRk 260 T 20 R b, TSEEREH Agilent
HP-INNOWAX (30 m x 0.320 mm x 0.5 um) & i 4%, #S A, #ARFHEERE 1 mL/min, RO
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WAZ 230°C, JRULEL 30:1, RERNHEREE. FRAEh SRS IREM GO P HEE UL 1, R R R
230°C, %< 30 mL/min, "< 30 mL/min, Z¥X 300 mL/min. BELEEHERER GRS EILIE 1, AR (O pk E n]
B, D5k L A7 3 AR e E B OISR e e B, T Hl CiEa St RO e, AR
PR, BB E R ERTTEFUR M T I A R AR, il M anlal 1(ab) Bl B4 E
RIS B RERR 2E, AT IR SRR T 2 [ 1(a(a)) RT3 4 [15] 1(a(e) 1 s B4 E A
IS RERT S BB, AN REEINEIT KNS I

CATRUZE iR B, A Ak i B il 25 A 2R il 1B LI 1(b(b)), b 1(b(a)) AU F H AR5 AR
K, 1 1(b(c)) 5 151 1(b(d)) 7351 2 e e it it PR S R €% P 0 B BEBRAIE R L 1] 1(b(b)), PRI AR,
PEA S5 B i 25 AR I R _E 3 F AR R SR DE R R 28 70 180 P EL AR 0 A TR0 B 5 B, P T

R it 73T o
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Figure 1. A chromatogram comparison of the existing method versus post-optimized method. In which: 1. Methanol; 2. Iso-
propanol; 3. Ethanol; 4. Sec-butanol; 5. n-propanol; 6. Isobutanol; 7. n-Butanol

B 1. MEFESEGFEMHENEIERLILER. Hoh: 1. BEE; 2. BAE; 3. 28; 4. 9 TE:; 5 EARE; 6. &
THEE; 7. ETE
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Table 1. GC chromatographic condition of methods that is currently available

* 1 WARENEERYT

GNP 2 JiiF1 Jiik2 J7153 Jiik 4
s GBIT HEH AN
e ) {25
JrERUE GBIT 263732020 ,ennn'sooo 20024 5% [ 24 gt 2020 4R A
@ik HekeDx-102  CAHERE e apx-102 FAEH: DW-WAX
5 DW-WAX 8 :

HERE IR BEI°C 230 230 230 230
THEFE 180°C 60°C {10 min 180°C 40°C(2 min)-3°C/min-65C-25°C/min-200°C
HEFE /UL 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

I = - WS A - A . o . -

Ty T e - 4l W AL 4

AR AR R 1146 1146 1146 1146

/uL
o ] K1(a(b)) Kl1(a(a)) K1(a(b)) K 1(a(c))

2.3.2. SHEGIEHEOFERBEKETRINGE
FH T 2T B 7] ) 2 T B e 5 1 (20 60 VIV%~80 VIVO%), (At Joidk B b RE i, (RS
Bk 0 e 5 P 25 B K R R R i UG A T RERE AT, DRI S B P T R RE (O RE 2 5 B S K . H
231 W LATEL, O RIS AN T 2 TR KRR DRI AR AR O i — RS
W AT AR (— L8 900 L, 418 Gt BN T 75% [12]), HOS A IX S5 PR AR, BERE DIEHERE
Mk [V A T BRSSO ot 28 VR T IR 437 O A 49 A T B PRI AR5 BT E S0 == H s Rsr o
T vt B A R AR TR 5 2 B S S o A s S i OIS O, S A WU B AR i TR RV Vg TR A 3K (2)
BATAGFL[13].
V, =22,400x AxBxC x| Q)

(L) A BESATIE B (o/mL)E )4 7 & (g/mol); B: 15/(15 + il Sk K [psi]); C: (HEREIIRE[C]
+273)/273; |: WARBEREARFA(UL).

AR (1) E T A BT E ARG 7 R R AR LA ROy« SRR R RAEERE 1 230°C, AERT R
N 15 psi, HEAEE L pL MY RATHIZ AR LRI S T35 2, g A ARG o TR E S
BR[14].

R 2 PR A T, B Z0E RIS AF T R RS 28R, B
I ORIFRE A IR AR FA<T 5%t A, IR St RO 2E B B A% I #E 0.3 uL BA R .

233 EREHAEREFEEERESNEBELWER

AR A 2 BT S 6 = 10 RN i SR T, S T SRS T 7 7R (0 B SR i R R AN
EHIRIRE, Herh R (Carbopol) 2 P B B 15 )i P 2 FRE W 2 I DU I A4 P B (1 v 0 T R A —
FBr L ) AP RIS R B 25 F AR, 8 SRR O 2 IR AI[15] [16] [17]. IBWI iR 2 —
FRIREFELHE, H(1—4)-4-D HEFERERR F1(1—3)-2- LR E FE-B-D- 1 % Wl 45 55 1T R U 25 14 B e B
IR T REW18]. ARIX PRI A5 K (& 2(c)) T R AT TR = 7 7 R & L RS A
ZFrEL. TE. EAFIRESE AR
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Table 2. An estimated expansion volume of the solvent in sample after vaporization

® 2. #FEPAETNSUENEREREE

LY TRy R 20°C F&JE X FRE KA E #iE
F i 64.8 0.790 32 500:1 2% 5
Y3 78.3 0.789 46 354:1 AR
TEP 97.4 0.804 60 277:1 B RUR A
A 825 0.785 60 270:1 B
IETEE 117.5 0.810 74 226:1 Y]
1,2-TH % 184.8 1.038 76 282:1 i
1,3-75 — g 210 1.053 76 286:1 i s
N = 290 1.297 92 291:1 ikl
7K 100 1.000 18 1146:1 ey iy = Seasil
400
sample 1 containing Carbopol Fig.2-a
sample 2 containing Carbopol
350 b sample 3 cc ing sodium hyal
@ B dark part of the glass wool 4 34 4
N~ N M\v\/
300
. (c) ”\«f\\/‘
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Figure 2. Structural and infrared spectra of hydrophilic thickener found in gel-containing samples
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VRN BRI R B A Ry, IR WAL HERE I AR P ik B AE JERE AP I B A b, IR PR BEREAY
T FRMEETAR R, 1 H T3 B S AN R R B A A S A TR M R AR, T S SR A
(R R AN B A SR IE I . X TR — I, AT LR T AR TR BT B NRE i B A i
FEL) 100 IR A B BB (P TS 505 L IR AR E ke BE ot B = AN SIS RE i 7E 230°C R BT 48 h [ 52 fR
FETIR AW 3 AT AR 4, 45 R 2(a), #1HEEFH AT S 2R e ILIE 2(b), gt atiLiE 2(c).

2(a) AT WL 140445 58, 3000~3600 cm & T O-H B HIZEIRSNIE, 35 b AT HE e b A 32 AR B
YITRe &4 8 (RFR ks 2#0% 1700 em™ BRIk B VLA i s R (A PR 3h IR i i ;- 340 1560 e BT E 2
T ke b C-N B2 PR Sh oomk, 4404 1090~1020 cm ™ B i 3= Bk [ g 07 R85 C-N 4 ik C-O 4
MR gadRaN . 25 Rl PTRLLAotnk 45 A& ER PImh B i R 2L G RAE .

DRI S G SR I0E FH BBV R, SIEB T 2 v R B N DGR R AR AY,  HLBERE P A A K,
ANFF BV AEAS R S5 56 B P8 . B R B Ao AR AR, DL i A IR R ke 22 5

234 BAYREERNHELAR

BUATHRYELT] [8] [10145 Hh I H5 2 388 PG T T8 Z WA it 8T 4 BRE SRR 2750 o o
FMA BT AR EHOE, FIA R T ARQ2)~4), BRUEQ)RA(3)2nt 7. FRCEEH I R K
PrIBEI R B RRRE ], ()30 T bR R IR TE T B 19].

CV-p
%(V/V)=—"F5 x100% 2
wv,E O( / ) 106~m~pi 0 ()
@ e %(m/m) = Cil'\ée x100% ®3)
f =M A (4)

Mgy A

~@)At: o,%(V/V): HREWIERE S 0,%(V/V): BEYEEEESE C: SIMRESRA
PR SRR h & BV & R (mg/L)s Ve FEEGERRRI(ML): p, « JREAFE SR TE 20°C R A% (glem?);
m: WAEEP IR FREERL(Q): o0 SEERYIRTE 20°C A (g/em®)s e SEESRYI AOAR N RZ IE K7
iz A5 I TN 5 I ARF o 25 W S B ot (R PR Q) s Mue ARSI P RN I A A o I T s i 1
PRRERL(Q)s A HXIE B R I A IERE v 2% WE SR M AT il OV T AR s Ay: BZIE BTN A IERE P IE T
WA i AR UEE T AR o

3. /R5WiL
3.1. #MEFE

I CREHE R R — AR B, R QMM R KA RIS TR . X T AWK R L8
KT VT S 52 o il L T A 2R [20] 0 52 Herh ZBE R AR 0 B (VIV) Y% . WIS IEA [ JEE ) £ B 7K IR
S LS R 7 U2 B ARG 2R, (i B Jo /K ZREANAKBC B AR 3 s SRR K IR 1
A5, 8 A A AL LA R SR AR ARAR 2 E(VIV) Y5 TR T I 5 45 R AT AL
XS I mH AR ZE, a5 R AT 3, WAL I 3().

H3% 3 WIRIN TR0 AREE R 5, JER R ELAGI E 1 RO S B AR A  ) SRR i 22
<1%, ARAEEEAL ECARE S HERS B LW BRI LRE AR LL(VIV) Y% 5 28 UMt 0l i 45 R (1
RS i 22 <19, LA RORE BERf A 1 33 3 0 5 B 07 Z R 2570 LR KR AR EE (VIV) 96 A S 5 AN
TR PR A2 W RS I PR 75 5K o 2 S BE  IAIE S F 24U & AT 126 LIk 50757 CEVE B UAE b, Tl
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DN 285 555 SR UM i I 78 45 SRAFAE 2.4%~9.8% AN 22, T2 72 9 5.2%, BRAUURE b I E 15 S
BE ST Z 1AAEAEF- 15 5.2% I i 22, 7T BEJE R LR AEAN R T AN AT R W AE AR AN N . 58 5K
U PESE J SR Y B (1 P R 2. M, WEOEREAAE BN RZE, BV LR R
7l LEEARFR 7 B (VIN) Yo I DA 575 75 425 H AR U 88 FE e A, K BOUCAIRE it T B SR B 1 5 X I), - S
B Bf i 0L 15 HE 0 AL ] 3(D), RSBV it A SIZ B it AU 15 B 80 L bR 8 SR L% 4

3.2. SHEEIRMENETZE

3.2.1. FREHZRTIHNEE

TETi 7> 2 — R Bl eI PR R . IETIE . SR NBE AR %40 1.0 g 1IET ¥4 05 g, 44
4.0 9 70 2T EHEMAL) 30 mL 8T /KA F ) 50 mL 28, 4754 S8 AL & B b 1R T T
fi# I I 20°C & T KE A A 50.00 mL %4k, 53IEH A& B —MFGEE R, HOORN A%,
FEHIS, AR Th S S, AERCE & T bR e 2R . IR B BUA W TR 4°CUKAR
PR 2.
Table 3. Comparison of quantitative results between density method and gas chromatography method for unilateral ethanol

disinfectant
%3 B ZEESNEELMSHEGIE EEE2EREER

i 1) 2 T SR 20°C Ky HENEMHS WIEELEE  GCllEsER  GChE%EE
R ‘(n”f;)’ W s HIEMEE RO BN =3) RS R
(VIV)% [20] % HE(VIV)% (VIV)% %

60.00 0.90432 0.90911 -0.5 60.02 60.19 0.3
65.00 0.89268 0.89753 -0.5 64.96 64.75 -0.3
70.00 0.88006 0.88549 -0.6 70.03 69.69 -0.5
75.00 0.86711 0.87275 -0.6 74.99 75.20 0.3
80.00 0.85338 0.85930 -0.7 80.01 79.77 -0.3
85.00 0.83912 0.84493 -0.7 85.00 85.57 0.7
0.91
Fig.3-a

i
ot
%
<

T

084 | [ CEHHEFA RGN
| —— ek

0.83 L L L L L L

60 65 70 75 80 85
CBEHREFIRE S CBHREE (VIV)%
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0.91
Fig.3-b

p (g/em®)

)8087

P s
LEITS 0.97481

O BJ7 LEEIETEIRE % BEp QO ©

0.86 - —— WALk

1 1 1 1 1 1

60 65 70 75 80 85
HJ5 ZREH AR S GCIILE S5 R (VIV)%

Figure 3. The data fitting results of simulated samples and real samples
3. MRS L RIBIEL SR

Table 4. Data fitting functions and their inverse functions

4 BREUESREEEREHK

TiH M

HE 12 S B *Zf\

By = -1.25286x10°x*
T

KPRy =-2.00868x107° x*
P i

—~7.93929x10* x+0.99711 ‘= 5\/5\/16866630880347 —16704800000000 * y 0.99999
125286

-8.21154x10"x+093110 5+/3./6200464317643 — 6695600000000 * y — 2052885 0.98732
100434

3.2.2. HMmETALER

1) XFARURA R, 76 754> 2 — R EHERRFRENZ) 1.0 g B T Pise 2545 £ 50 mL 25551 /K ) 100
mL &I, 2) X T FEE R IR, FEA RN N 5.0 g, FREERTRE SR BN 2288 7K,
JRURTREIRE G i B S P BE, I NSZ R B N, S PRI I R4 R SR B BURE R 5
AR ITEN 2.2.4, 2 A IR FEZENE, BERRNCPATINE 2 4y, FRFEEE1H2£10.2 mg. FEaEyD
RAEEFHMALETI/KE 100 mL FEMMZIL N7 I%%E, BEEME THEIEKE S, RSP
AR T S P A IE IR 2 20°C I B Tk e A EZN AR EIR A %% L4 3000 r/min %€ 1 min, It

ks EmET 20C

3.2.3. EEERHE
3.22%FEMA 0

TR KV A 7 T e o 7 70 10 miin 5 TR ST A VB EL T IR KA P H

22 um GALIEREIEIE, JFFE AT 1 ml RIUER, HERERIEMCRARE N s R, G

SFAFBLEM 2.2.1, SCIRERE AP AR S TR X I DR $F 20°C R 5

3.2.4. TRz

F4 20°C#CT187 )5 1Y 10 mL F2) FEAS VR vERFIAZ X 10.00 mL #F FH sl T TRZE I 0.1 g 43 #1 4l NaCl
[ 20 mL TS0 i5 37 BRI 3 VR T2 i 56 25 8, TSSO S il 6175 I 2.2.1 AT 2.2.2,
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3.25. RtRE

ik 3.2.2 PREEFRESE RS MRS 035 g IE T EERT R S, JE 48 A S RE A A 3 05 v A
3.2.2~3.2.4,
3.3. BE¥

3.3.1. I{eehsk, RUERFEER

A8 FH 2 58 1A E S 2% A 43 N 2 VRN 2.3.3 HR i PR 9 88 b R VA VR R R 1, AR i B 2
AR 28 28— 5 %% B I 0 BT S VRS BRI E PR, Hh v PR A 3 %25 IR I bs
#EMMZE(SIN = 3), EEMA 10 512 AR PR ER ZE(SIN = 10), & & 7R TIEIZ. HCRE. Al
PR AN SR 4R % 5 FTR.

R 2 5 TR, LAk, 1 B A SR € B v RN A B P 4242 1 B 71241 13 BAR (0.3 pL)
aa“, TG 2 (K 75 7246 H BRATY AR 845 Bt g V2B i SOk I 5 1040 T 1R — K, s M ARTER H ) -

T S A EL A R I S B B FH AR

Table 5. Operating curve, Limit of detection and Limit of quantitation
%< 5. T{Eehsk. HRUHIRFEZIR

i iR € R i R SERM SR TR

I 5E T792 H A4 TAEdhZR K REr LOD LOQ LOD LOQ LOD
mm%  (mm)% (VIV)% (VIV)% (VIV)%
A 2 y = 0.0594x + 0.0759 0.9972 0.05 0.17 0.06 021 /
L EEEN  gogm y = 0.0833x + 0.6262 0.9981 0.04 0.14 0.05 0.18 /
SR
) i y = 0.0789x + 7.453 0.9991 0.05 0.16 0.06 021 (E) 0.03 8]
EFmE y = 0.1002x + 0.3743 0.9981 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.05 /
A 2 y = 440.51x — 529.65 0.9999 146 4.87 1.85 6.16 (E) 6.34 [11]
2. MR Rpm y = 2038.5x — 32731 0.9998 0.54 1.80 0.69 2.29 /
SRR
MR 7 y = 873.00x — 43193 0.9997 1.24 412 157 5.23 (E) 6.34 [11]
Epm y =1092.1x — 32371 0.9992 0.49 1.64 0.61 2.04 /
H y = 0.7012x — 0.0046 0.9993 0.06 0.20 0.08 0.25 /
3. HEMFE  mpm y = 0.9845x — 0.0025 0.9999 0.03 0.09 0.03 0.11 /
S
(HHRIE) e y = 0.9331x — 0.0476 1.0000 0.02 0.08 0.03 0.10 (1) 0.02 [12]
TE R y =1.1846x — 0.0071 0.9998 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.05 /
A y = 0.7176x + 0.0017 0.9998 175 5.84 222 7.39 /
4 TR RpE y =3.0473x + 0.0039 0.9999 0.34 114 0.44 1.46 /
ST
(FFRTE) 7 y = 1.3984x + 0,0039 0.9999 059 1.96 0.75 2.49 /
EFEE y=1.3984x — 0.00005 1.0000 0.48 159 0.60 1.98 /

(1) E: RPPIIGE - SAREEEGMRE)VEE GC-MS (XS Nk GC-FID HdfE TAEu:, SN R . AR5 45 R RE R
BCHEEGREGMME) T FID IE SR80 IS LAE M 4R i R 22 Rl B, PN B RIHZ FID Kl 8850 B AR
PRI 22 57 o

(2) ¥E: AFke PR B 2SI (AN 2.3.4 SRQ)IFHL AL R B TR R B0 505 OSSR, ITSR(E) R sMniE, (NFam ARk,

332 BEE
W1 2.3.4 fiiax, I AR A K AR NS 7] 5 S0 57 e 44 I ot B R s A Vi, R 24 T %% H

DOI: 10.12677/aac.2023.134051 475 TR


https://doi.org/10.12677/aac.2023.134051

FHIR 4%

PRUEHTZE 20% (fiK)« 50% (H) A1 80% (7)< FE PR IUINARFE i IE LM E 6 Yk (n = 6), PS4 R it SAxT i
#ERZZ(RSD%), 3K o SRR, S5 R7E 5%, WH 4 6 fin.

Table 6. Standard precision of different analytes

6. TRITHIEERE

WEHE HiEw 1%, P IR BERE S A (pAXs) BE e e

71.78767 69.38342 72.97574 67.04163 71.56781 72.78636 70.9238 3.2

FH 190.91642  188.04407  194.53936  182.31585  184.31106  184.67641  187.467 2.5
251.60204  263.69354  279.91418  269.61719  264.49409 264.30886  265.605 3.5

63.25581 63.30594 60.69897 65.10207 66.78952 66.12895 64.2135 35

SFAME  314.30928  309.63774  318.21363  299.17551  304.39637 299.0042 307.456 2.6

1. BB 457.78438 48352903 511.73715  489.51441  480.78733  482.25386  484.268 3.6
SAH L 3.2
(M) 666.2105  660.80841  634.04551  682.0617  705.03779  689.52865  672.949 37

g 4299.4602  4238.0084  4369.0074  4105.6561  4130.7013  4085.4475  4204.71 2.7
8386.7538 8832.388 0353.4794  8969.6349  8787.8221  8837.6214  8861.28 3.5

54.70244 54.00607 52.10513 56.38366 57.85451 56.58211 55.2723 3.8

IE/ARE  265.07039  261.12904  269.48001  253.64079  254.63055  252.19434  259.358 2.7
383.9113 404.65696  428.45534  410.22781  402.12167  404.31321  405.614 3.5

128877.9 135321.8 132744.3 131455.5 130166.7 130166.7  131455.5 1.8

HE 374620.4 374620.4 401654.9 393930.7 393930.7 366896.3 3842756 3.6
525676.4 499907.9 515369.0 510215.3 510215.3 530830.1  515369.0 2.2

507858.8 482465.8 482465.8 507858.8 497701.6 492623 4951623 2.3

SERRE 1102843 1136603 1136603 1125350 1080336 1170364 1125350 2.8

2. T g 1729829 1799022 1643338 1677934 1695233 1747127 1715414 32
¥ RENR 2.9
R 261886.8  269903.7 280593 272576 2502145  264559.1 2681222 2.9

Ll 1423582 1452635 1481687 1438108 1525266 1525266 1474424 3.0
2770393 2741535 2972401 2770393 2943543 2741535 2823300 3.7

226480.6 224145.8 224145.8 235820 231150.3 2241458  227648.0 2.1

IENEE  475872.8 480882.0 525964.7 495909.5 480882.0 475872.8  489230.6 4.0
654994.7 648635.5 648635.5 604121.3 667713.0 629558.0  642276.3 3.5

ek o xgz-ﬁ
W 5E 7 b Ly EIRERES R B bR RS IE [N A4 R AR
W 5E T 1% H b i s BIREERE S b AR B bR IE R T BIME B %
1.463 1.475 1.469 1.479 1.474 1.475 1.473 0.4
HH i 1.446 1.46 1.478 1.472 1.468 1.481 1.468 0.9
3. EEitRE 1.451 1.459 1.460 1.442 1.47 1.458 1.457 0.6
AR 05
(R 1.05 1.054 1.047 1.074 1.059 1.039 1.054 11
SR 1.041 1.041 1.045 1.038 1.033 1.046 1.041 05
1.045 1.042 1.044 1.045 1.045 1.048 1.045 0.2
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1.097 1.101 1.099 1.098 1.100 1.100 1.099 0.1

7B 1.089 1.087 1.087 1.091 1.087 1.087 1.088 0.2

3. EIEHEFE 1.086 1.087 1.087 1.084 1.087 1.085 1.086 0.1
AR ERE 0.5

(WFRE)® 0.894 0.864 0.873 0.878 0.879 0.864 0.875 13

IER 0.875 0.872 0.874 0.874 0.873 0.873 0.874 0.1

0.860 0.859 0.859 0.858 0.861 0.859 0.859 0.1

13.760 13.896 13.351 13.896 14.035 13.624 13.760 1.8

I 14.064 13.513 14.012 13.851 13.924 13.651 13.836 15

13.592 13.679 13.867 13.588 13.456 13.730 13.652 1.0

3.183 3.215 3.261 3.220 3.151 3.247 3213 1.3

S 3.251 3.283 3.284 3.276 3.251 3.316 3.277 0.7

4. T R 3.308 3.275 3.241 3.253 3.279 3.328 3.281 1.0
A 1.2

(AFRIE) 7.226 7.046 7.173 7.083 7.225 7.011 7.127 1.3

. 7.224 7.153 7.114 7.153 7.139 7.153 7.156 0.5

7.218 7.165 7.29 7.147 7.218 7.172 7.202 0.7

7.132 6.922 6.852 7.107 7.062 7.009 7.014 1.6

IET R 7.137 6.857 6.997 6.927 7.067 7.067 7.009 1.5

6.991 7.024 7.013 6.949 7.129 7.005 7.018 0.9

(1)iF: [F#E 5 Q).

WRIGZE 6 ATRA, 4 P73 N O S HERE XU AR BURZIE B8] 1 (1) RSD%E 0.1%~3.8%2 18], Hr, W
BRI RS 3 A B 2 AR T b, X R BRATTIA D R PR 2 5 E Bl e 3 e ik ORI R U (R HEAY: i 5 4
— 3, HAHZI) RSDYTE 5% LA, T ik 4 RO A A o % rbml W00 R 1) A A2 (R A I R 7
ERTHEHAFRN AL, TR N2 APRAR RS R S AMRIEA — 30 BN, BNt
W R FIT A BRI BRAEEAE R A R TE SN, T T4 s RIS e T 2 M R Kb AN D, e s
B P IE ] B R R R BT I . SR M A IE P, DR T A Fg v o2 R 1 2 e T B RS

3.3.3. MiREWE

U1 2.3.4 Froil i 7 2= R S AROIMNAS [R5 & (0 B 25 IR A 6 2 T, SR s iRk
FSVBOIARFE S, ARAE N 918 FAm AR VAR D I B, THEL T B B bs IR, B nAs Rl Wi 2R 78
97.2%~101.7% [A], SEIGEHE N4 4 frow.

A T P SFINRE . L IE AR = R0 Ao A 4% 5 4 Db (DR AR 95.7%~101.7%:2 [7], i
PRl SRR IGHIE 25 S, MBI HERR T S, N ARVEARNS T Ridi 8 B .

34. R HERNIT(ERE

N TR EIR 4 FlE A S R SRR AT SC IR SRS B, gl R 8, FLrpfiIAE T s i
A SRR N AFUISE 5 DASFIRE S, BEFERAREL 2 0 PATRE, (il (G gEdr . Calhad Bt
[BILL 10 min i, SIHRECH 2K EFE 6 DaiibrdEfhZ, HABRIES N 427, dTIrdsinktikiz
AT AR — 2, S M RSB N EEBE
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Table 7. Precision of different anion labeling experiments in ultrapure water
7. BAKPAERESF RS EE

wiovk B WbEmgL b ke mbse  dgi ot R
70 65.4 68.5 69.3 67.7 96.7
FH i 190 188.1 192.6 189.7 190.1 100.1
250 249.8 249.1 249.8 249.6 99.8
60 57.6 60.4 56.9 58.3 97.2
SN 310 313.1 3125 310.8 312.1 100.7
1. HE 460 463.1 459.3 446.2 456.2 99.2
AR REL 99.7
(SR 650 656.5 657.1 647.7 653.8 100.6
LI 4300 4429 4340 4311 4360 101.4
8800 8712 8712 8799 8741 99.3
55 55.55 53.9 55.5 55 100.0
1EPI 260 263.2 258.8 261.7 261.2 100.5
380 383.4 391.4 379.7 384.8 101.3
70 68.9 70.4 69.7 69.7 99.6
FH it 190 193.8 189.9 195.6 193.1 101.6
250 245 249.9 242.4 245.8 98.3
60 59.4 59.4 59.4 59.4 99
N 310 303.8 297.7 288.8 296.8 95.7
2. TR 460 450.8 455.3 469 458.4 99.7
AR 99.7
(i) 650 663 656.4 636.7 652 100.3
2B 4300 4343 4430 4341 4371 101.7
8800 8976 8707 8533 8739 99.3
55 54.5 54,5 56.1 55 100
1E 260 257.4 257.4 262.5 259.1 99.7
380 380 380 391.4 383.8 101
70 69.7 70.2 70.6 70.2 100.3
FH i 190 191.9 189.8 190.8 190.8 100.4
3. H B 250 250 250 250 250 100
SRR 100.2
(WhRE)® 60 60 59.4 60.4 59.9 99.8
N 310 310 310 313.1 311 100.3
460 460 462.6 463.2 461.9 100.4
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Continued
650 656.5 649.9 643.4 649.9 100
i 4300 4300 4343 4343 4371 101.7
3. H B 8800 8888 8799.1 8887.1 8739 99.3
SAHEREE 100.2
(W R 55 55 54.5 54 54.5 99.1
1E P R 260 262.6 261.2 263.7 262.5 101
380 376.2 380 383.8 380 100
70 69.7 70.1 69.5 69.8 99.7
H 190 188.1 191.4 190.7 190.1 100.1
250 2525 248.6 253.4 251.5 100.6
60 59.7 60.4 59.3 59.8 99.7
B 310 310 310.7 313.1 311.3 100.4 100.1
4. T 7 3 R 460 459.4 460.8 4553 4585 99.7
S ML
(GRZRES 650 648.5 650.9 649.4  649.6 99.9
V. 4300 4300 4343 4386 4371 101.7
8800 8888 8977 8887 8739 99.3
55 55 55.6 56.2 55.6 101.1
E AR 260 260 257.4 254.8 257.4 99 100.1
380 383.8 380 376.2 380 100
Table 8. Characteristic parameter of the four proposed methods
= 8. MANES EZFFES
TR B RSDY% AR [E Ips R éﬂzmﬁaé LAEA R R A %lJﬁﬁﬁ_ﬁ%Hﬂ“
¥IMH KYE%  100%M4EXTZ%  REIIE 514N E &) (min)
B - SRR 32 99.7 0.3 0.9981 0.0019 45
T HERE - AMRIE 2.9 99.7 0.3 0.9996 0.0004 70
FLERBERE - AR 0.5 100.2 0.2 0.9997 0.0003 50
T BERE - AR 1.2 100.1 0.1 0.9999 0.0001 90
e 8 Wk N A A HE B B (B IH — A iR AR B, T e Tk 9, TR AR ILE(B).
T (5)
Ximax — Xmin

B X &7 HFEREINE VTSI AE IR xi: R 7 PIEESIER i ATHE: Xnin: 27

15 5E VBRI R AMELs Xena: 42 7 P05 51 5088 (1 K AEL
MRIEZ 9 Bl A, AMRERE— LS AR RIS =, R SN A N T bR,

NI E EIHESI N2, G N ARSI R AL I, R BRATTAE H A I R e an e 4
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F I TARRE B S .

Table 9. Normalized scores of the four proposed methods

F? 9. MFEERA—LES

SRR JPFAEEE OIbREMEER REEMDCREC BT TR 5 Sy Bty

H—fb(E H— R )3 —{bIE —AkIE JnFn HE7
B - SMRE 1 1 1 0 3 1
T2 b RE - AMbRTE 0.89 1 0.14 0.56 2.62 2
BHERE - WbRTR 0 0.5 0.08 0.11 0.72 4
TSR - PIbRTE 0.26 0 0 1 1.26 3
&
P
2
P
Figure 4. Recommended inspection workflow
4, HEFFHIRN TAERTE
4, i

PR AT 7 R B A o E R AR SR R, A SCAE e A B BEAT R G, 3R T S BT B0
WERM A R e B e A 35 2 B R BRI 5 9%, SEBUE IR T G AR X T R AR . &
WE . IE IR = MR N A RO A — R T 25T I R, HLJ7 3k Y PR EEA AL T A — K X
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ST HTEARGH AL, SO T 4 Mgt Tiik, FE ot & IRERLNE . R REINAR [BISCRM T RS
ik, SRS TN, 4 FORERMEREZ TS EOR, Kb WARERHER L TAMRE, BoRW
PR AR AR 7 BEAMETE S0 Bt Bt GB 26373 ( il FE71) LA AR HE) 7520 Uik 7 34
WG AT LS 2B S S B TR A A AR JF Bt — PR T S BT 3 AR LA i T
PR . M2, PEARJE T2 T LA 2 2 B35V 25500 P o RO B v A T 2% o 1R 20 A 5 75 5K
R BRIEAA 2 T e TEVA %, OV H R ERA RS % .
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