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Uncertainty evaluation for the determination of 4 kinds of
Sulfonamides residues in pork by LC-MS/MS
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Abstract: Objective: The uncertainty in determination of sulfam-
onomethoxine ( SMM ), sulfadimethoxine  ( SDM ),
sulfamethoxazole (SMZ) and sulfamethazine(SM;) in pork was e-
valuated by using LC-MS/MS technigne. Methods: The uncer-
tainty caused by various factors in the whole process of determi-
nation was analyzed, including weighing, solution preparation,
sample extraction and purification, apparatus measure,recovery,
etc. Results: The expand uncertainties for SMM, SDM, SMZ and
SM2 were 9.4, 18.1, 12.0 and 15.6 pg/kg, respectively. Conclu-
sion: The results showed that the main sources of uncertainty a-
rouse from the measurement repeatability, standard solution and
curve fitting.
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ECHBEIENEE ARG 15 254 Ak 28R A R 7

B RRE A E 0N I R R AL A R ) IR R A
L1.2 fUEs 5%

R 83— 15 A A APT4000 1, 35 [F AB A #

O3 ROF AE240 B MRS — 4R 28R (RO A
[{E/NEI

Gy T R P MS205DU AL, # 4% 8 — 6 R 248 ( |k
1) A IR

JiE e 7% AL R-300 Y, o 25 B A BRZA A 5

RIRAL : Eva50a T, At 50 3% F 28 BHU 284 B A 5

B AN :20~5 000 pL, b5 Eppendorf /4 A .
1.2 REAHE
L.2.1 s o v V0 T T

(D) IR G b HE 6k 25 WK - 43 04 % R L SMML, SDM,
SMZ FI SM, #5 #E ¥ B 0.010 34,0.010 58,0.010 12,
0.011 81 g #HF[F—A4 10 mL 7 5t o . A 2 M5 ¥ % 3%
FEA AR B vk B R E S B 405128 1 018,1 032,
1002,1 175 pg/mL % SMM,SDM.,SMZ fi SM, (1R &
T U A TR o

(2) RAPRAET R : 1.0 mL BAR 2k W i 45 75 X
RATRHEM AR 100 mL &P, 2 F e %153
T B b o P 8]

) BAPRELA/EW 1: 1 1.0 mL FLAR £k K & & )

AR WE R R E 10 mL &R, 2K
Vo 2 V=1 DER . MSERE WM TIER 1.

(4) TE B b v A VR 5« P 8 R o A5 R A
B A4 MR HL 5 000,1 000,500,100,50,20 pL B4 #F
WET/E®R 1 E 64 10 mL T, HZFE KV, ¢
Vix=1: DEZ 155 SMM.SDM.SMZ.SM. i{) 6 FliR &
PR TAEV IR R 51 .
1.2.2 FEanAbBE BREUERAES 2 g A 6 g Cis 3R},
DB SR A 50 mL B0 8. INA 25 mL ZE—k
(Veg + Ve =100 ¢ 3D W BE W IR 1 min, ff I 8 M4
30 5,3 000 r/min .0 5 min, B LEEB A 1 000 mL £7
5B =F L A 25 mL RGN I O e v T A B 5 6 IS
EHZEAHEBORF A 150 mL kE @30, A 10 mL
IEAEE. 45 CARBMEZE R AREIET;IMA 1 mL £
K Vet V=1 DIEWRETE, IE S LB lg. 3 15,
Rl
1.2.3  JnbRAE Sl & RO A S B (BT RE D
6 1 (B:f7 2.0 @) A 6 g Cig HUBL, AT 51 J5 23] 3¢
A 50 mL g0 H IR A AR UE T I 20 pL, AR
BRIE] 1.2.2 BE G ETAL B,
1.2.4 USSR BA &M

(1) AR 3% 25 F . Cis 3% A Shimadzu shim-pack
XRti5-ODS (3.0 mm X 75 cm,5 pm); #E{& 30 °C, i #
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0.2 mL/min, HHEEE 10 pLs W 30 M 2§ (A)—0.120
WK W (B A B B

(2) il 4 1 - i BB ESTT s 494 U5 X MRM;
L (CUR)0.103 MPa; 46 (GS1)0.413 MPa; T4 <

(GS2)0.413 MPa; B F Wi 55 B JE 5 500 V; 8 74k iR ¥
550 C ;4 fLH K (DP)50 V,
1.3 MEHFHEE
CXV_ 1000
— i 1
m < 1 000 D

K.
X— MM P & iR 2 W3R B & e/ ke
C— WD 20 73 15 W o e R B2 o ng/mLs
V——FE SV WOE AR mL
Hor TR, g5
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3 AHHEERIVEE
3.1 HRUESINNAHEE
3.1 FREFEMGIARATHEE u, (Wy)  FREFE G
ARk fuZeHy 0.000 5 g 4G 5] A3 Fifh 58k =V3
2B Bk R T T BT Y W =2.088 8 gL I

0.000 5 g
u(Wy)=—"7—=0.000 289 g,
7u(Wﬁ) 0.000 289 g
u, Wy )= W, 2.088 8 g =0.000 138,
3.1.2 FRINARE SV OE A5 AS T E u, (Vi) (=3

A E AR 1 mL B B o) AR R o 8 T R
A 22 RE RN EEEET A W JIG
6462006 B W & K € WA ) BE I 1 mL 700 I . 7% Wi 4%
75228 +0.010 mL, I 8 PR 0.5 00 45 2 5 43
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Uncertainty sources for determination of 4 Sul-
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A kB )
Vi) =220mE 5 005 77 mI
uﬁ:)_ h‘ —_— . m o2l
% G
1 mLX0.5%
Uiy (Vi) =———"2"2—=0.002 89 mL,
& 3

B BURE ol 1 VOB SE I S 0 O 24 °C L BB TR AR IS ME R
BN 20 CL ZIE MBI IK RECh 1.37X107° C 1,
W A A AR AL 2K S8 1 mL X 1.37 X 10 ° C ' X
4 °C=0.005 48 mL AR BLIRBUEAL 9 253 4345 . )

0.005 48 mL
Uy (V) =———————-=0.003 16 mL,
V3

0.005 77 4+0.002 89*+0.003 16 =0.007 18 mL,
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5.78 k
ve/ke 0104,
V10 X175.04 pg/kg
- (X smz) S(Xsmz)
W, (Xaqy ) = =222 — 2L =
XSMZ V 10 XXSMZ
4.67 k,
nelke 0145,
v/10 X 101.51 pg/kg
_ (Xswz) S(X o)
", (XSMz y — Mﬁ SM2 _ SM2 _
X smz V10 X X suy
5.49 k
pelke 0157,

/10 X136.54 pg/ke

3.1.5  JrukERGIA M AR EE u (R X INARAE &
HEAFINAE L 3 20 (2O L2 (3O 44 [l e R T AN
FEJE

u,,(vw:“l(:j}"):o.oo7 18, u<R>:%§>» @
313 VBRI AL S A B R BE B w, () 0B w (Ry—"“ (3
FRAX ) 22 5 1 0.9 %0 . 4% 350 o A Al B A AR R
W3 5 1A AN BE R A
By —99% o0, R— P4, %
SR —HrifEfi 2%
3.1.4 WMEFEEEGAMAHEE o, (XD PATHI& HEHE ¢ K30, $2 2 (O ¢ fB P B I 42 495 21 1Y it 22
1O {3 B T s W HEAT DU 0 S 5l A B A R LR 1 mERE,
N'Jﬁrﬁ':i’?.‘bﬂﬂi%[/\ﬂ"]ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ: B i |R—100% | ) w
e (X = X SXan) u(R)
X spu V10 X X san HHEEERILE 2,
4.49 pg/kg —0.016 9. MEGEN 9500 .0 —1=5, 2 ¢ fHIEG FAH 53 Ai & AT
V10 X 84.20 pg/kg 15:200.05, 5)=2.571, 5% 2 ¥ 4 FPEE X500 ¢ {E
b Xew — wCtwo SOl HHEAL G O R A (L) 5 T B 0 i
XSI)M mXXSDM %%c
K1 HERNELER
Table 1 Results for determination of samples
SMM SDM SMZ SM,
e zi BT/ it/ FT R B/ Tt/ TR B/ o/ Tk B/ it/

(ng *+ mL™") (pg-kg™»

(ng* mL™ 1) (;1g s kg™ )

(ng*mL™") (pg-kg™ (ngemL™") (pg+ kg™

1 2.079 4 181.78 87.42 373.88
2 2.098 3 164.26 78.28 364.07
3 2.012 1 174.25 86.60 365.39
4 2.087 1 167.11 80.07 371.51
5 2.032 3 169.36 83.33 370.89
6 2.034 4 161.22 79.25 336.52
7 2.013 9 182.63 90.68 353.05
8 2.066 8 177.30 85.78 351.17
9 2.054 7 166.19 80.88 362.05
10 2.093 2 188.12 89.87 351.89
M 2.0572  173.22 8420 360.04
brifEfw 22 0.032 5 8.99 4.49 11.72

179.80 205.89 99.01 289.22 139.09
173.51 217.90 103.85 276.30 131.68
181.60 192.75 95.80 261.64 130.03
178.00 213.37 102.23 297.16 142.38
182.50 215.95 106.26 291.03 143.20
165.41 191.61 94.19 277.94 136.62
175.31 217.24 107.87 290.05 144.02
169.91 212.96 103.04 280.66 135.79
176.21 200.14 97.41 273.94 133.32
168.11 220.74 105.46 270.46 129.21
17504 208.86 10151 280.8 13654
5.78 10.66 4.67 10.95 5.49
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Table 2 Results of recovery

M5 R/Y% S(RY/% u(R)/% u,(R) ' P
SMM  81.7 1.103 0.450  0.00551 40.67 ¥
SDM  89.9 1.214  0.496 0.00552 20.36 @&
SMZ 80.5 0.962 0.393  0.004 88 49.62 ¥
SM, 82.3 1.023 0.418 0.005 08 42.34 B F
3.2 WREYRSINNABEE
3.2.1 ARUEM AL BE 5| ABIAHE BE u, (Py)  SMM,

SDM.SMZ il SM. 4 F 4t ¥ 5 19 4l B2 43 3 oy 98.5%
97.5%,99.0% ,99.5% , H 5 & 4 % 0 A o R 22 4 BN
1.5%,2.5%,1.0%,0.5% . ¥ ¥ 5) o A 154 Ao 2 BE R

(P sy ) 1.5¢

U, (P ) = gM“ﬁ = A 00879,
98.570  /3X98.5%
(Psonyy ) 2.59

U, (P onigg )= Tﬁ': A oos.
9150 J3X97.5%
(P sz ) 1.0¢

w, (Pzy ) =~ ‘M;/” = A 005 83,
99.040  \/3X99.0%
(P ooy ) 0.5¢

U, (P ) = 2 7 A _ 002 90,

99.5% /3 %99.5%
3.2.2 MREMRUED BTG A AT EE v, (Wy)  FRiEbR
EY) BB 48 2R 19 fe K fe 252 0.000 05 g, S5 B AR
SMM, SDM, SMZ F1 SM, 47 91 i 119 5 15 43 51 R 0.010 34,
0.010 58,0.010 12,0.011 81 g, #HIA) /A it 5A, FriEW
JEFR 5 | A AN B 2 R

u (W vz ) 0.000 05 g

w, (Weny ) = 34g -
SMMf 0.010 34 g V3 X0.010 34 g

0.002 79,
u (W spnzy ) - 0.000 05 g
0.01058 g /3<0.010 58 g

Uu, (WsDMw ) =

0.002 73,
W (W ) 0.000 05
w (Weuy ) — swzi ) g —
0.01012¢  /3%0.01012 g
0.002 85,
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u (W) 0.000 05 g
u, (Wevnyy ) = = =
0.0118lg /3001181 g
0.002 44,
3.2.3 TR A PR TAE W R 5 B O B 5] A PR E B

w, (Vg AR 1.2, AT R0 B 6 U W% 90 TC T 3o A v
AT HARZR RS (3K 1 mL. 1K 5 mL) 45 &5 (8 K
10 mL,1 ¥ 100 mL) Fl ff B W #% (4 4] 3 B 20, 50,
100,500 pL FRAEH A4 1 YO L H IR JIG 196—2006( F
FHBE RS T2 K 2 ALRR ) AN JJG 646—2006( B W #8165 1 B
TR ARV BBy 53 A1, 0 45 2 D B 4% 2 51 AR B 5E 2
TREEIE IR 3 N B W AR T A BN 0 B O AR
mk 4 s,

i o 5 V0 AR B D o R P B B AR B 5 AN

u, ( Vi ) =

W2 (V) X342 (Vs ) T2 Vigg i) T2 (Vig ) X8 =

0.013 8,

T ME VS VR R 9 T 1 5 R T B R 5 L A AN R S R
L ) =

u, (

u; (Vo ul ) Fur (Vs ul )+ ui (Vi ul )Fui (Vi ,LL) =

0.026 0°+0.019 67 40.013 2°+0.008 05 =0.036 0,
i V5 TR R 9 E 0 5 ) B AN A 2 R
u,  Vy Vi VgD +u? (V) =

) =

0.013 8740.036 0% =0.038 6,

3.2.4 ARUEMMABIABIA AR EE «, (O SthriE T

YRR ZRFVHEAT I CR ANV B 5T AT I 2 900 % T 75 4

P EATHLA o 25 B b o il 26 0 00 BB An 2 S TR .
R A AE AR VR R B 104 A R ik R R P R 1 el 0

AR B 0 T AR A B AL SRS A H 0 TR A

A B E AL —A, =Ay —(aC,+b), ARG A

A o 5 T 06 T BB 22 M A 2

DI [Ag — @Ci 467
i=1

SR = . (5)

n—2

R MERREFNIEFEBERAESIANTHEE

Table 3 Relative standard uncertainty from working glass container in standard solution preparation

2 5 1R 2 LB W 3 I
AN S by s AT R G R ik N R e A
AR A ) Nl e S i R RN 2 o N S
RSN S RS W IE w, (V)
% /mL uVe)/mlL  22/C  FE Bew/C! u (V) /mL
1 mL ARG RS +0.007  0.007//3  0.004 04 +4 0.001 37 Bom X4X1/J3  0.003 16 0.005 10
5 mL ¥R R £0.015  0.015//3  0.008 66 +4 0.001 37 Bow XAX5//3  0.015 8 0.003 60
100 mL 7495 +0.100  0.10/4/3  0.057 70 +4 0.001 37 B X4X100/J3 0.316 0.003 21
10 mL 25 i +0.020  0.020//3  0.011 50 +4 0.001 37 By x4X10//3 0.0316 0.003 36
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BARFNME BRI (n=2XT7=14),
DU v |l 26 B0 A 7= AR B bR v R B 2 R AT 4 5 (6)

g,

(R iEEE—

R/ REENEEAT I WERLEAYREENTHERITE

D hR HETR I R BN 1 S R B me /L
bR A AR A T S A S (. me /L

C iy T W03 R0 Tk 6 2 9 (L mg /L

MR 6 TG 2 b o il 405 51 AR

u(c):‘si iJriJFM’ (6)  AHEHEERMEK 6 PR,
2 » " P ‘
> (Cy —C)? 3.3 AHMEEHEH
i=1
o 330 MR HER B B R & He st (D JE AT 574
P—— 1 M0 00 A7 DU & 8%, P =105 Tl Jide 255 247 490 10 R X0 A AN A 8 B AR T R .
u, (X) :«/uf W)+ u? (V) Fu? (Egp) Tu? (XD Fu? (R)+u? (Py)+u? (W) +u? (Vi) +u(C), D
R4 RMEBRBRRIBFNIEPIBREBIANNIHEE
Table 4 Relative standard uncertainty from locomotive pipette in standard solution preparation
o ZE 5 2 i 55 U B
B as/ - — - —
B WL i Faa iy e AN B WmEEZE SRRk o AT B
‘uL VI—%/A\—:'& r,—%/la\it
F/mL 2%/% u (V) /mL 5/C X8 Bew/C™! u(Vy)/mL
20 0.02 +4.0  0.02X0.04/J3  4.62X10" +4 0.001 37 B X4X0.02/y/3 6.33X10°°
100 0.05 +3.0 0.05X0.03/y/3 8.66 X110 +4 0.001 37 B X4X0.05/4/3 1.58X107*
100 0.1 £2.0  0.1x0.02//3  1.15x107° +4 0.001 37 B X4X0.1//3  3.16X107
1000 0.5 +1.0  0.5X0.01/4/3  2.89X107% +4 0.001 37 B X4X0.5//3 1.58X107°
N EEM B )
B/ — AR AR HEAS
, X , AN SE .
el WEEREN/% EAR EE u, (V)
u (V) /mL
20 2.0 0.02X0.02/y3  2.31X1071 0.026 0
100 1.5 0.05X0.015///3  4.33X107* 0.019 6
100 1.0 0.1X0.01//3  5.77X10"* 0.013 2
1000 0.5 0.5X0.005/y/3  2.31X107% 0.008 05
x5 REHZNEEHE
Table 5 Results of standard curves
PRUEVE MBI BT v TR SO BRI G/ T AR IR (E
4 : . A — A, S 1]V IR %
B C/(ng s mL™") SZIME As; (nge mL™1) Ai=aC;+b
2 392 2.224 655
2.034 1737
2 576 2.277 839
12 722 5.218 442
5.090 12 280
13 082 5.322 802
33 695 11.297 3 854
10.180 29 841
35 108 11.707 5267
172 680 51.583 2 355 A =3.45e+ 003C —
SMM 50.900 170 325 0.997 7
187 918 55.999 17 593 5.28e+003
358 907 105.561 12 977
101.800 345 930
361 613 106.346 15 683
1 808 486 525.729 57 716
509.000 1750 770
1778 314 516.984 27 544
3518 600 1021.414 11 780
1 018.000 3 506 820
3 494 280 1014.365 —12 540
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e
PRuEs O BT e WA SCOURRRMREE C/ W A o
4 . s . Agi — A E4da0lEpyi LIP3
J# C/(ng+mL ") SEMIMH Ag (ngemL™D) A;=aC;+b
51 176 2.245 1 829.6
2.064 49 346.4
53 233 2.449 3 886.6
82 014 5.298 1 398
5.160 80 616
76 839 4.786 —3 777
129 879 10.038 —2 853
10.320 132 732
140 277 11.067 7 545
572 420 53.853 22 760 A=1.0le+ 004C +
SDM 51.600 549 660 0.998 5
588 231 55.419 38 571 2.85e+004
1 082 009 104.308 11 189
103.200 1070 820
1 049 785 101.117 —21 035
5179 828 510.032 —31 772
516.000 5211 600
5320 033 523.914 108 433
10 583 943 1 045.093 132 243
1 032.000 10 451 700
10 705 317 1057.111 253 617
11 025 2.272 1512.44
2.004 9 512.56
9 883 2.070 370.44
27 880 5.261 1413.6
5.010 26 466.4
28 632 5.394 2 165.6
57 863 10.577 3 140.2
10.020 54 722.8
52 614 9.646 —2108.8
291 330 51.972 10 556 A =15.64e+003C —
SMZ 50.100 280 774 0.997 9
269 551 48.110 —11 223 1.79e+003
590 340 104.988 27 002
100.200 563 338
614 678 109.303 51 340
2 887 600 512.303 63 750
501.000 2 823 850
2 801 619 497.058 —22 231
5702 001 1011.310 52 511
1 002.000 5 649 490
5853 127 1 038.106 203 637
18 692 3.024 4 839
2.350 13 853
16 087 2.661 2 234
40 359 6.042 1196.5
5.875 39 162.5
39 564 5.931 401.5
88 601 12.761 7 256
11.750 81 345
83 538 12.055 2193
408 510 57.316 —10 295 A=17.18e+ 003C —
SM, 58.750 418 805 0.997 1
430 363 60.360 11 558 3.02e+003
859 560 120.136 18 930
117.500 840 630
831 239 116.192 —9 391
4 330 800 603.596 115 570
587.500 4 215 230
4 456 956 621.167 241 726
8 325 100 1 159.905 —108 380
1 175.000 8 433 480
8 641 075 1203.913 207 595
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Table 6 Relative standard uncertainty from standard curve fitting
Cp C u . )/ .
v Sk a w/ / S (Cy — O e u, (O
(ng*» mL™1) (ng*mL 1) 4 (ng * mL™1)
SMM 20 736.07 3 450 173.222 242.429 1801 287.874 2.504 7 0.010 3
SDM 90 023.20 10 100 360.042 245.763 1 903 457.003 3.759 0 0.015 3
SMZ 66 086.70 5 640 208.855 238.619 1 808 733.441 4.852 4 0.020 3
SM, 103 038.57 7 180 280.000 279.818 2 446 211.807 5.934 4 0.021 2
®7T THEETEER
Table 7 Uncertainty evaluation for the determination of 4 sulfonamidesresidues
44 A WA X A 16 1E J5 Y S VRN E S Kz R (k=2)/
- AHEE w, (XD TFHME X /(mg « kg™ U/(mg -« kg 1) (mg « kg™ 1)
SMM 0.045 5 103.1 9.4 103.1+9.4
SDM 0.046 6 194.7 18.1 194.7418.1
SMZ 0.047 5 126.1 12.0 126.14+12.0
SM2 0.047 1 165.9 15.6 165.9+15.6
3.3.2 P IRAMEEMNIE A 8).KXDHTFIT sulfonamides[J]. Chinese Journal of Veterinary Drug, 2019, 53(2):
B R 2T B T 0 7 R 6675,
X'=X/R. (8) [4] fa%F, £1, WU, 55, PG il e 28 25 W ok B A R
_ - i TR 2 S |3 ke . _
U—u, (X)X X' X2, 9 Oy W I AF 5 U R [9]. HP IR BE &, 2019, 44(12): 185-200.
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