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Screening of Sudan dyes adulteration in grape juice
based on HPTLC-SERS detection
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AR TR EG Y h . R A 10 R G 69 9 R AR
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Abstract: This paper presented a fast screening method for determi-
ning Sudan dye adulteration in grape juice, based on the combination
of High Performance Thin-Layer Chromatography ( HPTLC) and
Surface Enhanced Raman Spectroscopy (SERS). Chromatography
separation was achieved on silica gel plates using petroleum/acetone/
acetic acid (9/1/0.1) as the mobile phase. After that, key factors in-
cluding silver nano particle concentrations, electrolyte types/concen-

trations and incident laser wavelength was investigated with
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regarding to their effects on the quality of SERS results. Under opti-

mized conditions, the method sensitivity reached to 0. 01 ~

0.05 mg/kg. while remarkable linearity (R*>>0.996) was obtained
within the range of 1~20 mg/kg. Apart from that, the established
method showed satisfactory accuracy ( standard-spiking recovery
rates 72% ~104%) and precision (RSD 4.5% ~9.6%) in the valida-
tion with the grape juice sample.

Keywords: surface enhanced Raman spectroscopy; high performance

thin-layer chromatography; hot spots; sudan dye; fruit juice
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H AT B T v % AR 6 3 166 T D' % / B 3 A I 2% 1 T ik
EEWHELREPFSMENHFITABHINEETAY YT, B
SRT DA IR A T 7 0 S R R T SR AORS R IR
Bt g il JE RO B A RO R TR DU B R A Y
5] R 5 b o S5 62 B U A 0 K AR S ) B AR R R R L R
AR 7 3 JG A it 6 % B e 0 15 5 1 o W A L 2 3
£ T35 A 1 B T A S B R . s il R A L 0
S0 I [ A5 A B S R O B L AR OE R S

DIER AL F A 34k o 7 AE 19 = 8500 )2 0 3% (High per-
formance thin-layer chromatography. HPTLC) F& iR T 14 4t
TFLHZ O E M EE S, AR T HE s
1 BRI 2 BE )RR A A o . JUH AT SRR 2 HPTLC A K
ML 8 35% 23 BT 5 W IR IR A R e & B B
Mréiisk 4 71 T2 . Kandler 7 #5857 i F§ HPTLC fE R
531 LRI OGS BE 494l 1 I 5 2 S OO R P L 1B B
M T5 1 B FE A SR R W] % O 1 X A i il A i SRR B R A
WE Pl . SR OB EEARK M RAOER
S ORPIEL o3 T W BE R PR R I 5 ik A R S AR AR A 5 A
M PIPELE R . BT, an ] 3 58 HPTLC 43 85 25 R A5 1Y
TEREE & 5B TR FH AT AT S O A ) O g

¥ HPTLC ¥ 4> 5 45 B 5 & i 3 98 $7 2 (Surface
enhanced Raman spectroscopy, SERS) A il B¢ F J& 73 #7 1k 2%
SR — A D PSR I o 3R T SRR R — R ik 1 iz
2 EURTRIONE B B T HR S H AR 43 B ok RUBE 1Y
BtAm (A VR B BURL b Bt X — A o e ik S 1%
SRR A . T HPTLC 2 SERS Kl £2 418 7 R AH 11y
B YRS S B 4G SR A5 B B A B0 W B A B AR R AR L
5 B B T AS R AR AL G S IR RE A T IR IR L. SERS f
Jp—Fp oy FIRE GRS, HIEE A& TEE NS FHIEEEL,
PRT IH A6 0 45 SR B AR 5 ) B B AT D 23 B AR AL o F 4 i 2
Bl 20 /N B 22 505 e Ak . SERS & I 38 B A iR s 1 R .
PEVE ML A 3E 09 45 11 T, 55 F 0] LUAG I 3 B2 4 T 19 SERS
e fE 5 . B, HPTLC-SERS B JI A I £ R B 2 4 il
st i B dh A W e Ry D RS SR BRI E MR O
et

ARWFE A H HPTLC 1 R °F & . Bk SERS £ Il 1
ST 4 i UL IR PREL A3 1 0 DR R M R A O vk TR
g 1 IR PHELAE O Y R A . AR A R Y T AL R
b S Fve BE i Inxd SERS #7152 1)

1 Ae 55k
1.1 R ENEE

TFF I~1V 4l 36 [H Aladdin 24 7] 5

NaCl, NaSO,, NaNO; : 43 #7 4li, 3 E Sigma-Aldrich
NG

o A0 2 R AL 43 BT RS B 10 em X 20 em, H E
Merck 73 7]

AT RS TR

B, F K- . MB104E %, %+ Mettler-Toledo 23 7] ;
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2 H 3 )2 SR : Linomat 5 &Y, B+ CAMAG A # 5

4 [ R R I : ADC-2 B B CAMAG 237 5

6% JE 45 : Scanner 3 B, I+ CAMAG A &)

T2 AZAL . DD70 7, £ [ Biostep A w5

I M4 2 %L LabRAM HR #, & F HORIBA
AT,
1.2 Ak
121 GUORAR IR AR £ SR — B kT i 45 g R ARG s 1
i SERS i . 7 43 BT K P RS B AR 18.0 mg
AgNOs ¥ F 100 mL 8 4K b, B 45 3 1 AgNO, 7K 3 W TE
il 3 15 Pl 19 2% AR TR o A 2 3 s 5 S O ) O R Y VS Y
196 KRR =40 2 mLs O 45 6 F7 00 Pk 45 1, 4k 22 i 4R T
1 b SR LG5 81 it 7 T 10 0 Y3 ¥ 4 g o e e 5 4 1k
TFAARFR WL ) B0 FE IS e A0 B = 3R B n] A5 B 44 0K 4R i A
VW . BEJS 8 B0 1 05 2 R T A 99 K R B A TR 4 A
Wi 2,5,10,20 £%.4 °C #OGRAEA . BAN R T R
Tl B8 X AR A5 A 9 A AR 25 AT R AL
1.2.2 MG AR R 10.0 mg 4 Fo5 P L0AR Y
Ji, % F 10 mL . 15 1 mg/mL (bR AERE &R . FE BT
ZHI . B AR E A A WK i — 22 W B & 0,010 0, 0.001 0,
0.000 1 mg/mL T # )2 A

8 PR WO KRG A LI 10 mL A& F 50 mL 2 BB
e BN E TR A DO VR R 10 min, [ B 2824
HOKTE RSB pH E 7.0, M. B RBRT
5000 r/min .00 5 min, BB OGS LW 2 mL Z R4
AR GE 0.45 pm 21 2 22 R 5 8 L HE B b i B A oKL J5 AT
VL 42 R
1.2.3  HPTLC k& A il B & i il 2 A g il
JZ BEFEALAE 0.5 MPa ZURTRMIKET T LA B9 T8 IR A5 18
JEMR L 2 SE B 6 mm, B B 2 AR I8 8 mom VI A
BE 100 pL/s, BUHEARRL 0.2 pL, 55 1 A4 Hro0 BE S 2 AR
KNG 15 mm, BT 400 00 ol o B s AR . )2
M SR FFAE 4 B W2 R FF AP AT . I 2l A TG L A o ek /T
i/ 2.8 (9/1/0. 1 ARFIEL) , R FFHE B 60 mm, %4> 8 &
PR BUMA 30 s, RIFFLFMA 5 min, XS 1 min
RS AR v TR B U8 Y RH 2 35 % A A7) , i 2 4R 1 - 4
10 min, B4 RIS BEEENT 2 35 min, 15 i 3h A0 AT 2 35
FE B R R AUBL L HCEE SR #4880 “CHEAE 3 min,
VIR R R B A LT . SRS 38 W2 1% AUk (3% 45 SR oF
T BB AR AL 2 B 58 Sy IR B 3 4 06, B sh xt 2
HIE.
1.2.4 HPTLC-SERS il i@ i p3 BR f AL 2 H b 4 19 BE
MALE R LT AR S, 5 AN B 4 B0 1 pl
PIKARFN 1 oL e A VA IR U B AR i 9 6 B . SR 5
LA & % OO BE A AT . E TS 100 A5
TR A 3% 0 CCD AH MUK S I 5 Wl o 00 A5 vp0 7 X
3t BlJE BEHE 3 AR R A 1906 . 4351 R 532 (Nd: YAG ¥
) .633 (He:Ne Jt¥7).785 (diode J&IH) nm Xt H A5 ¥ 5w
HEAT R K o B K T BB O ME S R I B R R 10 s,
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#% 5 i i LabSpec5 software (9.10.27 R X} #45 i) $7 & i
155 HEAT M SLZ AR IE R SR A
2 gikG5ire
2.1 HPTLC AEgirfmid

DM M RER RN CE2ARERET
HPTLC (477 W80 FH B & & Rk B & R iR . 7E4
WEEE o 0,35 61 A Rl S 0 2 B 5L T 2 AN TR . & 2 b
SERS 45t . H b, 356 8 F Ak S VE o B AR 9 18 43 85 [
AR A B AR 3 W b 3 TP ek e (RP-18) i J2 AR X 45 44
AR IR P TR TIP3 B B, O T — 2B ik
RSy B RE T, U LU 8 T AN RIAC L 1 3k 8h AH X B AR 9 43
RN, MWZ N, A/ N/ 2R R 9/1/0.1
CRBUHD) B R AP 0 A B S5 3 . 0 00 = 0 3k F O I
Bl AR AR AL E S T 11 B A% o 2 A T 01X 3 1 A o Tk
PG R . X HE & T 7= A G A2 5] & i B B AT
E YN VE T T 235 6 5 305 30 Sk DX 3814 088 3l AH w7 T e 40 ) 41
i A U W IR 45 8. B LA 72 1E 20T 86 8 O 22 1l 4
JE AR5 BB SUR TS 4 BT 5 (> 15 min) DLk G0 1 2 5%
AP 7 DL iR

JUE AT A6 09 3 3 AR I L AT A 3h Ak 1 % R AL 1R
SR XE LA TE R) — 00 5 % 20 45 6 v A R 4 FP B AR
B TR E 43, DL 1, STt 4 R OR ST AL 2 R T
IR 1L 957 LA P TV, 38 2 % 40 2 1 R dh 19 20 47 56
WE T 3 — 43 B R R A S . AniEl 1 TR, A A TR S T
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FEOERIT 2 )5 BAE TR 8 T 4 R PR 4y F IS8 T A
MRATAE L o B . R X — i 45 R 40 8 <15, JF R
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Figure 1

5. M A R

6~7. WIMF T

Chromatographic results of the four targeted

compounds and grape juice sample

2.2 MRIREEREML

AWFFERE T Lee F1 H2 9 5 T by 45 R 38 J50 1 iR
R S I ) 0 K RIS AR A Ay S 4 SRR . AR B9 BT
FE I LV IR e I 0 K A I R R T A 0 3 TR HY R
RO B FN o R AN T 58 5 T 85 0 14 35 0 o 4 45 21 B9 40
REURL™ b IEAT AT o WAL 2 BT 7n S TR 7 B 1) 7R 46 A (03
TN T 29 K R AU A 8 A 5 YR ) B o R R AR T

BERR o B 0 W AR T KR 30 44 0K B BURE 2 18] Y
TR A V52 T of e g 5 Ao Y 10 B A A G AN K R BB AR T 3
MHTR . BN, 75 20 f5 IR 48 2 05 7 A T Y IRAT LAY 2R BE AN
UUPE . 3% — 78 AR AT I 3 43 4 oK £ B0k 78 1 25 YL 5] 4% R,
DU BN 48 19 % o, BTG T2 2 SERS Rr @ W s i M. % F
I 1O 7% e 20 B 299 K BRI AT 77 ) 2 il o
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Figure 2 Effect of centrifuge concentration on the

aggregation of AgNPs
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H R IR S TT L R SRR 2 U E S R . — ROk U,
3 — 1S8R A0 4 U 5 A A0 VR e TR AR T R A AN KR SR
T 14 335 JIT e %) HRL g o RISk, =2 ) 1 & i HE R 0. T AR
HE T 1 G K R UKL AR 5 T i — i Ry B 10 58 P R 90 2 I AR
BEFR Ry “ A5 7B T, Maher 2857 BF 57 45 SRR, <A
SUEE R TR T R A I M L R O L AU S SR A T
90% LA I o i, 76 W ML BOR A 19 SERS K I ik & v, 3l
A R R A 5 S S2 BN SERS K 45 5 1 9 60 5 TR 2
AT 0 o PR Sy 2ok S 69 T B e R A K R 1 o VR 2R T
ZEBETUVE BRI 2545 09 RS HE . (AR ok R ek AT, B
AR o FE 2 A A 7 78 34 [l i,

APFF T 3 Fdy WY AT SERS K i 34 5% 11 H fig
Ji (445 NaCl, NaSO, #l NaNO,) %t {5 5 & 1w,
B3 T s AR F i T U AT B A hr 2 UM S R
EWR . X IR W] T AR T S BT 40K R A
SO EE R T B, LU 4 B E bR 4> TERAE 1 240 cm ™
A7 4 — A s ZURY RS O 0 . LR 27 A AR L X A
VETTRES N = N XA 56, B 38 20U F 4 90 ok R R 3
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Figure 3 Effect of different electrolyte types on HPTLC-SERS results
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Figure 4 SERS fingerprints of the four targeted compounds
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%1 HPTLC-SERS# kB 41 FHEMMEEXS
BN gE L EnER

Table 1 Distinguishing fingerprint pattern of
HPTLC-SERS detection
SrHTH FEAE 5 SO0 A7 B (em 1) T 7Y
Ak 1 1 606(220) ,1 238(42i)
PSR! 1591~1 661(HEIE),1 239()F &)
F o 11 1 604(4208) .1 142(4210%)
B IV 1598~1 612(EEIE) .1 105(2204)

%% SERS &3 v 5t 7 5 25 1O R AE 5 5008 (O 11 238 em ™'
P I 1 239 em™ 'y # S UL 1 142 em™ ', 95 F} IV
1105 em ") U TiT AR B 7 30 72 10 L e ofe 52 B 7 2 B AR
SRR R A L. WA S BTR L BEE NaCl ik i
3 T 4 B B R8I 23 T I B2 O (R 5 5 B3 R B BT
TR . X TR TSR 1L 24 NaCl % 2 4
1 mol/L B, 460 21 i {5 5 38 2 3K B W {8 5 10 X% T 95 FF TIT A0
I IV, defE NaCL# BN 0.5 mol/L. figl. X 2 el
W NaCl 35 94 8 % 1T 5 S 2 R
2.5 NS BEKIEE

BT AR B TS R AR O B DI X SERS A6
WORA BEREE . AT T 3 R R G IR AT BT
IFHELS T SERS M S5 R AIRNT . AN 6 FT7R .3 A [ i 1<
ot Br 4% 2 19 SERS {5 5 58 K K - 633 nm> 785 nm>
532 nm, PHELHER 633 nm Uk ORHRE R IE4F 5 B AR 2> T
WL T BRI RESL 5 . AL B RE B S W H AR 20 T—— 4R 4R 1
TR A R AL R A K B R T 45 B T MRS iR



E3MEFETH

F T4 :HPTLC-SERS PB4 E #4511 25 JT Skt 2 i

VA TR AR
Peak area/AU

4t
3F
2,
1L

Nqu«i&r“
NaCl concentration/(mol + L™
(a) #FH
g
jus]
B3
E £
2
= g 4 L
a
2L
Ndmd%r“
NaCl concentration/(mol + L")
(e) FRFHI

B 5 AR NaCl ik Exk SERS 45

Effect of NaCl concentrations on the SERS signal intensities

Figure 5

1200 1500 1 800
h2nik

Raman shift/cm™

(a) 73S

1200 1500 1 800
S0 %
Raman thfl/(’m !

) JRFHIL

U TR
Peak area/AU

o W B W =)} - e}
T

‘k
L L L L L
0 1 2

3 4
NaClHe &
NaCl concentration/(mol + L")

(b) FHFHI

6 ~
=
o
£y
o
0 Il Il Il
0 1 2 3 4
NaClif g
NaCl concentration/(mol + L")
(d) FFhv
T RENY M

1200 1500 1800
hr gk

Raman shift/cm™

600 900 1200 1500 1800
EA= XA
Raman shift/cm™

(d) #HFHV

A6 FRREANSKIEKA SERSIZF IR E 7w

Figure 6 Effect of incident laser wavelength on the SERS signal intensities

AP g T LA R A 2 T 0 R A B R BB ) A A
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2.6 FHIEWIE

2.6.1 JrikERRES)  EUAC BRI AR 1F R L Ak B 4
R R (LOD) 7 B BR (LOQ) LA B 499 J5 ok Ji — #6: ) %%’z
(] F £ P AH OG BE . 516 T 3 £ MR L O R R O B Y LOD
(S/N=3)f1 LOQ (S/N=3), 4% 2 iR . 5+ L FH S 11
ff) LOD % 0.01~0.05 mg/kg, i HPTLC 4385 J5 J5 JF 40

) PRI A IR BR hy 0.1~0.5 mg/kg. TEWT . 445 I J5 25 7] LA

) 1) PR HIR G 3 TR B SR T PR R B TR SR AL, X —
RAEFABEXE KR T ESENBRZ I, DB IR
Yool th 7T RE 3 1o £ & 20 W) B B R AR R 6 M f
FRIE MM . BRI S s R SR 10 pl,
N3Z LOD X} R B9 #H XJ ¥k BE 9 50 ~ 10 pg/kg, tb Kandler
LUV ST W O 45 8 B A I BE 7 (LOD 28 2 mg/ke) K24
2ANBR G R B TR L LC-MS Kl 5 2k 1 K SF (LOD
10 pg/kg) o Hk, LU 4 F H ¥5 4k & 91 1 35 808 E 1 BN
WAL FR Cy s AU, JT it e B R 18 AL bR (2 ng/ zone) 22 il A 1
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% 2 HPTLC-SERSHMFAEMEERN
Table 2 Quantitative capacity of HPTLC-SERS

AP FEEES/om ! KR/ (mg- ke ) EEMR/(mg-kg ) FEIEME/(mg- ke ) Mk R?
T 1 1238 0.05 0.10 1~20 0.997
B I 1239 0.05 0.10 1~20 0.996
11 1143 0.01 0.04 1~20 0.997
B IV 1105 0.01 0.04 1~20 0.998

26 RGN 2 SRAE A B T LN R 06 R RLAF L A SR R B(RS)
¥>>0.996,

2.6.2 VMEBGEEFORT R WOEL T H BE AL 3K — G A T AR
At s T S HEAT IR SR A3 BT LA 2 T A O s B E A E .
3 P 25 F A TR P IR P DR AR T A R . B

JETE= HAEF RS AR #E 4T 0.5,1.0,2.0 mg/kg3 A
[ 945 TS (e TSR A KPR E 3 k. 3t
AR E LA B H ARG 0 0 R T i i E 8 Ik 7
72% ~104% ARXF bR Em2E R 4.5%6 ~9.6 %0, KW Jrik A
B A 1 T T RORG

R 3 HRMEWEREE

Table 3 Data of spiking-recovery rates
it EAWKEE/(mg kgD WRIIKEE/ (mg - kg™ D) KK EE/(mg + kg™ BMEIE/ % RSD/%
0.5 0.40 80.0+5.1 6.4
bivam! <LOD 1.0 0.82 72.0£5.6 7.8
2.0 1.71 85.5+6.3 7.4
0.5 0.42 84.044.8 5.7
piSEm!! < LOD 1.0 0.86 86.0+3.9 4.5
2.0 1.65 82.5+5.5 6.7
0.5 0.65 84.045.1 6.1
piSamil| <1L.OD 1.0 0.87 87.046.4 7.4
2.0 1.81 90.5+8.0 8.8
0.5 0.52 104.0+9.7 9.3
BV < LOD 1.0 0.82 82.0£7.9 9.6
2.0 1.73 81.5+7.1 8.7

3 i

ABFFE AL T T HPTLC-SERS 5 RS I £ A 1 4 49
T A B IR PTGk B O 1 SE Pk E BT R . SRS
B3 J5 ik AR B AR T 5 ELA TR B PR L SR B R R R
AR, BB T SERS B8 M L AN BT LLTE A
Z IRy T EE N 0 B AR 20 7 BEAT B o IR . 7 ) 5
B B W MR 5 T 1 B TR B SE B 20 A o) A
A PR T T PR AR 1) 3 T DR R A B AR R R IR
EA) IR v

EESd
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Table 3 Testing results of e-liquid samples
ATP £ AR A T
FE i OO G B A 4 T 7% SR/ EEE S
© (CFU-mL™ ) #i  (CFU-mL ) 5
1 1 11 HH% <1 X
2 5 44 Ak 27 HH%
3 12 93 s 85 i
4 32 217 NG 2.0X102 A Hs
5 50 319 PR 3.0X 102 REHs

30 s, ATP # 1 Ry 2.36 X 107 mol/L,RSD 3} 3.5% ~
8.2% MR B F K 97 % ~108% . A E 55 4k v v 0 T 4K
7E ATP K BR N SR FHIR A £F 2 2 6 08 IS X A o 0 47 & 4
AR TT A B I T B R T AR T ORI 25 e B
PR 25 57 (P>>0.05) , X HL, 7 M 5 AL MO 45 2R — 2.

A7 10 55 4% B 0 AT Bk W U5 AR L, o B R A 25 A
R T ARG W00 s ) A R 448 8 S % i - 0 R DG T A G T 7 9k 1Y
BN TR . Tl A ATP 52 56 A DA A D 751 A B TR
A 4F 4t R TR U8 R RS AR B 8 T O 08, Gl B 7E AR OC A T
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